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US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


Meeting, June 18-19, 1974 
Soviet Mission, Geneva 


Persons Present: 


Mr. Graybeal Brig. Gen. Ustinov 

Brig. Gen, Georgi Mr. Karpov 

Col. (Ret.) FitzGerald Mr. Yereskcovsky 

Lt, Col, DeSimone (vart-time). Capt. Kuznetsov (part-time) 

Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter Capt. Korobchenko (part-time ) 
(part-time) Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter) 


At 2230 hours on June 18, 1974, Mr. Graybeal received a 
telephone call from Mr. Karpov, who stated that the Soviet 
Component had just received word from Moscow and would like to 
meet with Mr. Graybeal at his convenience. Mr. Graybeal pro- 
posed that the meeting be held at the Soviet Mission at 2300 
hours on June 18. ; 


Meeting, June 18, 1974 
(2300 to 2345 hours) 


Present at the meeting on the US side were: Mr. Graybeal, 
Brig. Gen. Georgi, and Col. FitzGerald. The Soviet Component 
was represented by Brig. Gen. Ustinov, Mr. Karpov, Mr. Yereskovsky, 
and Mr. Marehuk. 


Commissioner Ustinov welcomed Graybeal to the Soviet Mission 
and said that he had just received information from Moscow con-~ 
cerning Paragraph III.e of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive 
Arms, which paragraph he and Graybeal had previously discussed 
and which Graybeal had touched upon on June 17. 


Ustinov said that he was instructed by Moscow to inform 
Graybeal of the Soviet Government's proposed formulation for 
Paragraph Iil.e of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms. 
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He then read and handed to Mr. Graybeal a Working Document of the 
Soviet Component containing that formulation (Attachment No. ie 


Commissioner Graybeal said that in principle the Soviet- 
proposed wording was acceptable to the US Component. He proposed 
that the phrase “or destruction" be inserted between the words 
"dismantling" and “of replaced submarines" in the first sentence. 
He also clarified that the word "plants", which had appeared 
in the context of SCC-III negotiations for the first time, was 
synonymous with the US-proposed wording--"major shipyards." 


General Ustinov agreed that it’ would be possible to insert 
the phrase “or destruction" in the document on wiich the Commis- 
sioners were working. He also agreed that the Soviet words for 
"plants" and "shipyards" were synonymous with each other and 
equivalent to the US phrase "major shipyards." 


Mr. Graybeal then stated that he could agree to the wording 
proposed by the Soviet side as amended by nim. 


General Ustinov said that inasmuch as the US side had agreed 
to the above wording for Paragraph III.2, he had instructions to 
inform Graybeal of a second matter. Ustinov had been instructed 
by the Soviet Government to initial, here in Geneva, the Protocols 
and Procedures’ for Strategic Offensive Arms and for ABM Systems 
and Their Components, so that these documents could be signed in 
Moscow during the forthcoming Summit Meeting. 


Mr. Graybeal thanked Ustinov and confirmed his agreement to 
Paragraph [II.2 with the minor modifications which Graybeal had 
proposed. He added that this agreement to Paragraph iIl.e was 
reached with the understanding for the record that the Atlantic 
Coast area of the United States included the Gulf Coast area, and 
that this is understood by both the Commissioners. He concluded 
that he was prepared to initial the four documents as soon as 
the typing was completed of the as yet non-conformed portion of 
the Strategic Offensive Arms Procedures. 


General Ustinov proposed that the sides complete the neces- 
sary typing at their respective Missions and that the US Component 
return to the Soviet Mission at 0130 hovrs on June 19 to initial 
the four documents. 


Mr. Graybeal agreed. 
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Mr. Karpov stated that, in looking at the sample final 
pages for the Protocols which the US Component had furnished 
to Mr. Yereskovsky on’ June 17, he had noticed that the US- 
proposed format did not contain a signature block for the 
respective Commissioners, He asked whether the US Component 
had received instructions from Washington to delete these 
Signature blocks. 


Mr. Graybeal answered in the negative. He said that the 
US side had followed the procedure set by Ambassador Smith and 
Minister Semenov when they initialed the text of the "Measures 
Agreement" in Helsinki in 1971. 


Mr. Karpov stated that, since neither Component apparently 
had received instructions from its Government to delete the 
Signature blocks on the two Protocols, the Soviet Component 
wanted to propose that the signature blocks be shown on the 
texts which were to be initialed. 


Mr. Graybeal agreed, but emphasized that in so Going the 
Commissicners would not be prejudging who would actually sign 
the documents in Moscow. 


General Ustinov agreed, and adjourned the meeting. 


, 


Meeting, June 19, 1974 
(0145 to 0315 hours) 


At 0145 hours, FitzGerald, accompanied by DeSimone and 
Arensburger, met at the Soviet Mission with Yereskovsky, 
Kuznetsov, Marchuk, and Korobchenko. They conformed the 
English and Russian language versions of the new page 4 of the 
Protocols, as well as Paragraphs TII.2, 3, 4, and 5 and Section 
IV of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms. At 0215 
hours they were joined by the other US and Soviet participants 
for the final meeting of the SCC, 


Commissioner Ustinov declared the final meeting of SCC-III 


open, commenting that it was taking place at a most unusual time, 


He suggested that he and Graybeal, according to the agreement 
between them, proceed with initialing the documents which had 
been prepared. 


Commissioner Graybeal said he agreed completely with 
Ustinov's suggestion. 
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Graybeal and Ustinov then initialed the Protocols and 
Procedures for strategic offensive arms and for ABM systems and 
their components, and.exchanged the appropriate original copies 
in English and Russian (Attachments Nos. 2, 3, 4, and 5). 


Mr. Graybeal then made a prepared statement (Attach- 
ment No. 6). 


’ 


General Ustinov then delivered his prepared statement 


(Attachment No. 7). 


Mr. Graybeal thanked Ustinov, and said he shared the views 
Ustinov had expressed concerning the work accomplished by the 
Deputy Commissioners, Executive Secretaries, interpreters, and 
all the members of both Components of the SCC. He added that it 
was interesting to note that the success of our work was so 
Similarly reflected in the statements he and Ustinov had made, 
and said he thought this reflected, in turn, the degree of success 
we had achieved through direct and frank exchanges at all levels 
with an understanding of the views of the other side, an attri- 
bute which he thought would serve us well in future SCC sessions. 


With respect to press releases, he said that he had a copy 
of the press release the US side intended to make tomorrow, which 
had already been discussed between our Executive Secretaries and 
Deputy Commissioners (Attachment No. 8). It contained no men- 
tion of the Procedures or of our work at SCC-IIT, but simply 
noted the closing of this SCC session along with the comment we 
normally included concerning the scope and purpose of the SCC. 
Graybeal concluded by noting that we intended to tell our press 
representative, and he thought the Soviet side would agree, that 
we had had a one-hour meeting on June 18 and a two-hour meeting 
on June 19, without any reference to the time of day that these 
had taken place. In this way we intended to avoid any specula- 
tion concerning the nature of these meetings based on the unusual 
hours at which they had taken place. 


General Ustinov said that the Soviet side's press release 
would conform with the description Graybeal had just provided of 
the press release the US side intended to make, and also contain 


@ comment concerning our agreement on the opening date of the 
next SCC session. 


Mr. Graybeal said he agreed. 
General Ustinov asked whether the US side had anything to 
add at this closing meeting. 
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Mr. Graybeal saia he thought not, but he did want to express 
his great appreciation to the Soviet side for the timely calling 
of our meetings tonight. 


General Ustinov said that in that case he personally, along 
with Mr. Karpov and all the members of the Soviet Component, 
wanted to wish Graybeal bon voyage and a happy landing in Wash- 
ington. He then said that with Graybeal's consent, he would like 
to declare his final meeting of SCC-III closed, and invite the US 
Component to mark the occasion with a glass of champagne. , 


Attachments: 


1. Soviet Working Document on Para. III.2, Offensive 
Procedures 

2. Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms, US Version, 
English Text 

3. Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms, US Version, 

Russian Text 

- Procedures for ABM Systems, US Version, English Text 

. Procedures for ABM Systems, US Version, Russian Text 

- Graybeal Statement 

- Ustinov Statement 
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Official Translation 
Working Document of the 


Soviet SCC Component 
June 18, 1974 


Dismantling of replaced submarines shall be . 
accomplished only at plants (shipyards ) which 
carry out construction and repair of submarines, 
and which are situated on the Northern and 
Pacific coasts of the USSR and on the Atiantic and 


Pacific coasts of the continental part of the USA. 
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Attachment No. 2 


STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
PROTOCOL 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING 
OR DESTRUCTION, AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, 
FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


Pursuant to the provisions and in implementation 
of the Interim Agreement between the United States of 
America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on 
Certain Measures with Respect to the Limitation of Strategic 
Offensive Arms of May 26, 1972, the Protocol thereto, 
and the Agreed Statements regarding that Agreement, the 
Parties thereto have within the framework of the Standing 
Consultative Commission agreed upon procedures governing 
replacement, dismantling or destruction, and notification 
thereof, for strategic offensive arms limited by that 
Interim Agreement, as formulated in the Attachment hereto 


which constitutes an integral part of this Protocol. 


The Parties have also agreed on the following general 


guidelines: 
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1. The attached Procedures shall apply only to 
systems to be ‘replaced and dismantled or destroyed 


pursuant to the provisions of the Interim Agreement; 


2. Any. replacement of intercontinental ballistic 
missile (ICBM) launchers or ballistic-missile submarines 
and submarine-launched ballistic missile (SLBM) launchers 
shall be on the basis of Articles III and IV of the 
Interim Agreement, the Protocol thereto, and applicable 


Agreed Statements; 


a 3. Dismantling or destruction procedures for ICBM 
is launchers and associated facilities and for ballistic- 
missile submarines and SIBM launchers shall ensure that 
they would be put in a condition that precludes the - 
possibility of their use for launching ICBMs or SLBMs, 
respectively; shall ensure that reactivation of units 
dismantled or destroyed would be detectable by national 
technical means; shall be such that reactivation time 
of those units would not be substantially less than the 
time required for new construction; and shall preclude 
unreasonable delays in dismantling or destruction; 


4, 


SECRET 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


ic 


Approved For Reféase 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


SECRET 


-3- 


K, Dismantling or destruction procedures shall be 
formulated separately for soft and for Silo land-based 
ICBM launchers as well as for ballistic-missile submarines 


and SLBM launchers; 


5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction 
procedures shall ensure that adequate verification can 
be accomplished by national technical means in accordance 


with Article V of the Interim Agreement ; 


6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance 
with the attached Sraecaived: facilities remaining at 
land-based ICBM launch Sites, and submarines, may, at 
the discretion of the Parties, be used for purposes not 
inconsistent with the provisions of the Interim Agreement 


and the Protocol thereto; 


7. Through timely and appropriate procedures, the 
Parties shall notify each other of the number and type 
of launchers on which dismantling: or destruction has 
been completed and is in process, and of the number of 


launchers used for replacement; and 
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8. The number of replacement ballistic-missile 


submarines which are under construction simultaneously 


shall not exceed a number consistent with a normal 


construction schedule. <A normal, construction schedule 
is understood to be one consistent with the past or 


present construction practices of each Party. 


This Protocol and the attached Procedures shall 
enter into force upon signature of this Protocol and 
remain in force for the duration of ie Interim Agreement, 
and may be amended by the Standing Consultative Commission 


as it deems appropriate. 


Done at Moscow on 1974, in two copies, 
each in the English and Russian languages, both texts 


being equally authentic. 


Commissioner, Commissioner, 
United States of Union of Soviet Socialist 
America Republics 


po | ane 


Geneva 
June 19, 1974 


Cad 
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STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING 
OR DESTRUCTION, AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, 
FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


I. General 


1. Within the limits of the levels established for 
each Party,.launchers for land-based intercontinental 
ballistic missiles {ICBMs ) of older types, deployed prior 
to 1964, launchers for ballistic missiles on any nuclear- 
powered submarines, and lwunchers for modern ballistic 
missiles on diesel submarines may be replaced by launchers 


for ballistic missiles on modern nuclear-powered submarines. 


2. Modern submarine-launched ballistic missiles are: 
for the United States, missiles installed in all nuclear- 
powered submarines; for the Soviet Union, missiles of the 
type installed in nuclear-powered submarines made 
operational since 1965; and for both Parties, submarine- 
launched ballistic missiles first flight-tested since 


1965 and installed in any submarine, regardless of type. 
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3. Launchers for older ballistic missiles on 
diesel submarines may not be used for the replacement 
“purposes provided for in the Protocol to the Interim 
Agreement on Certain Measures with Respect to the Limitation 


of Strategic Offensive Arms. 


4. - Dismantiing or destruction of replaced launchers 
shall be initiated no later than the date of the beginning 
of sea trials of a replacement submarine. Initiation of 
any of the actions in Section II below shall. constitute 
initiation of dismantling or destruction of an ICBM 
launcher. Initiation of any of the actions in Section III 
pelow shall constitute initiation of dismantling or 
destruction of a ballistic-missile submarine or SLBM 


launcher. 


5. The beginning of sea trials of a replacement 
ballistic-missile submarine shall be the date on which 
‘such a submarine first operates under its own power away 
from the harbor or port in which the construction or 


fitting out of the submarine was performed. 


6. Notification of dismantling or destruction of 
ICBM launchers and launchers for ballistic missiles on 


submarines, being replaced, shall be given by the Parties 
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twice annually: at the beginning of regular sessions of 
the Standing Consultative Commission, reflecting the: 
actual status as of the beginning of that session of 
the Commission and covering the period since the last 


report in the Commission. The notification shall contain: 


(a) the number and type of ICBM launchers 
(soft or silo ICBM launcher), deployed prior to 
1964, and the number of launchers for ballistic 
missiles on submarines, on which dismantling or 


destruction has been completed and is in process; 


(b) the number of launchers for ballistic 
missiles on replacement submarines which have 


begun sea trials; and 


(c) the number of ICBM launchers and launchers 
for ballistic missiles on submarines, out of the 
number dismantled or destroyed, which have been 
replaced by launchers for ballistic missiles on 


modern nuclear-powered submarines. 


7. Each Party may on a voluntary basis add other 
information to the notifications if it considers such 
information necessary to assure confidence in compliance 


with the obligations assumed under the Interim Agreement. 
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II. Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of Land- 
Based ICBM Launchers Replaced by SLBM Launchers 


1. In all cases the following actions shall be 


accomplished in carrying out dismantling or destruction: 


(a) removal from the launch site of the supply 
of missiles and their components, warheads, and 


mobile equipment; and 


(bo) dismantling of fixed PeinenCaui pene: 
erecting and handling equipment, and propellant- 
cat handling equipment, associated with the launcher 
and located at the launch site, and removal of all 
dismantled equipment from the launch site. Launch 
equipment is understcod to be systems, components, 


and instruments required to launch a missile. 


2. In the case of soft launch sites, in addition 
to the actions specified in paragraph 1, the following 


actions shali be performed: 


(a) areas of the launch pads centered on the 
launch stand and at least 20 meters in diameter and 
missile launch control posts (bunkers) shall be made 


unusable by dismantling or destruction; 


ca SECRET G4. 
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(v) .fuel storage tanks shall be dismantled 


and removed from the launch site; and 


(c) debris of destroyed areas of launch pads 

and of missile launch control posts (bunkers), and 
- the fuel. storage tank foundations may be removed, 
and, after six months, the places where they were 


located may be covered with earth. 


3. In the case of silo launch sites, in addition to 
the actions specified in paragraph 1, the following 


-aetions shall be performed: 


(a) silo doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas 
ducting, launch tubes, and silo headworks shail be 
dismantied or destroyed, and dismantled components 


shall be removed from the launch site; and 


(b) after the actions provided for in sub- 
paragraph. (a) above have been accomplished, the 
silos shall remain open for a period of six months, 


after which they may be filled with earth. 


S 


4, - After dismantling or destruction has been 
accomplished in accordance with the above procedures, 


facilities remaining at ICBM launch sites shall not be 
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used for storage, support, or launch of ICBMs but may, 
at the discretion of the Parties, be used for purposes 
‘not inconsistent with the provisions of the Interim: 


Agreement and the Protocol thereto. 


5. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ICBM 
launchers shall be completed no later than four months 


after the replacement submarine begins sea trials. 


III. Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of 
Ballistic-Missile Submarines and SLBM Launchers 


Replaced by New Ballistic-Missile Submarines and 


SLBM Launchers 


1. The following procedures, to be performed in 
the open, from which each Party may choose, are acceptable 
for dismantling or destruction of ballistic-missile 


submarines and SLBM launchers: 


(a) scrapping the submarine and its launchers. 


Scrapping shall involve extensive disassembly; 
(b) removing the submarine's missile section; 


(c) dismantling of ballistic-missile launchers 
on older nuclear-powered submarines on which the 


upper parts of missile launch tubes protrude into 
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the fairwater may’ also be accomplished by removing 
the missile launch tubes together with the fairwater 
and those pants of the outer hull and pressure hull 
above the missile section which contain all of the 


penetrations for the missile launch tubes. 


The pressure hull and outer hull may be 
restored by welding into place new sections without 
missile launch tube penetrations or missile hatches. 
The sail and deck may be modified in such a way 


that the submarine remains seaworthy. 


2. Dismantling or destruction ee replaced 
submarines shall be accomplished only at plants 
(shipyards) which carry out construction and repairs 
of submarines, and which are situated on the Northern 
and Pacific coasts of the USSR and on the Atlantic 


and Pacific coasts of the continental part of the USA. 


3. Under any dismantling option, launch-tube 
hatches shall be left open throughout the entire 
period of dismantling, and missiles and missile- 


launching equipment shall be removed. 
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4, <Any of the foregoing actions shall be completed 
no later than six months after the replacement 


submarine begins sea trials. 


IV. Procedures for Replacement of a Ballistic-Missile 
Submarine Lost at Sea or Disabled Beyond Repair 


In the event that a ballistic-missile submarine is 
lost at sea or disabled beyond repair, such a submarine 
may be replaced by another ballistic-missile submarine 


in accordance with the following: 


(a) notification of the loss or disablement 
shall be made to the other Party in the Standing 


Consultative Commission; 


(b) the number of launchers on the replacement 
ballistic-missile submarine shall not cause the 
total number of launchers to exceed that authorized 
in the Interim Agreement and the Protocol thereto; 


‘and 


(c) the disabled ballistic-missile submarine 
shall be dismantled or destroyed in accoré@ance with 


Section III of these Procedures. 
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Attachment No. 3 


Proceduves for 
Strategic Offensive Arms 
Tnitialed Text 
June 19, 1974 


CenkpewtHo 


TlOGTOAHHAA KOHCYIBTATUBHAA KOMMCCHA 


Nl POTOKOII 


TPOUEAY Ph, PEPYMPYOUME SANEHY, DEMOHTAR WIV YHMYTOR EHUB 
Ki YBEUCMI BAM Q Siodge narsno HACTYNATHIBHEX 
MQ i 


B COOTBETCTBUM C NONOMCHMAMM MB OCyWecTBIeHMe BpemeHHoro 
—COrmauicHin mexuy Coequnexuumn iitaramn Amepuxm u Cow3scom CoBet~ 
cKux CoumManuctnueckux Pecnyomme o HeKOTOpHX Mepax B GOnacTH 
OrpaHvucHiA GrpaTernueckux HaCTyNaTeNbENX BOOpyHCHUM oT 26 mas 
I972 roga, Hporoxoma x HeMy, @ Takwe CormacoBaHHDx 3anBeHuti B 
CBA8M C oTuM CormameHvem yuacTByouue B Hux CropoHN, B paMKax 
lloctosHHOl KONCYIETATUBHOM KOMMCCHM, cornacuauch oO NpOue Ay pax, 
perymupyouux saMeny, eMoHTax un YHMYTOKCHNG MU yBenoMNeHUe oO 
HUX, MWA CTPATCrMucCHUX HACTYNMATCNLHHX BOOPYHeHUH, OTpaHVUeHHLX 
STMM BPCMCHHEM COTNAlCHMeM, KAaK OHM chopmyumpozann B MpuacKenum 
K Hacronuemy Ilpotokomy, KOTOpoe ABINETCA HeOTHeMeMO uaACcTB 
atoro [pororona,. 


CTOpOHb COrmacunuch Takxe o CICAYIONUX OOWUMX PyYKOBOAAIMX 
NOKORE HUA ? 


I. Upwunaraemue Ipoyezypu npumeuAwtca TombKO B OTHOMeHNU 
CPCACTB, SaMCHHCMEX M JCMOHTUPYEMUX MIM YHUUTOMGEMEX B COOTBET— 
CTBUU C NowOoMeHMAMM Bpemeuuoro COrmale Hin; 


2. Juodaa sameua NYCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK MCMKOHTMHEHTAIbHK 
OammuctnyecKux paket (MBP) mam nozBoznux HOZOK C OannvcTHUeCKUNNM 
PakeTaMn. M NYCKOBHX YCTA@HOBOK OaNMCTMYCCKUX PakeT NOZBORHHK 
noyox (BP Il) ocywecraiactca Ha OCHOBaHMM Cratel Il u IY Bpemcu- 
HOTO cornaueuua, Wporoxona « HOMY , a TakKe COOTBETCTBYNUNX 
CormacoBaHHLx 8anBeHuit; 

; BY. 


Je CexkpetuHo 
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3. I[poueayph ACMOHTaxa MNU YHMUTORCHMA NYCKOBHX yCTAaHOBOK 
MBP um OTHOCAWMxXCH K HMM COOpyMeHUI, a Take MOZBOAHHX MWOAOK C 
OANAMCTMYCCKMMM pakeTamMu M NyCKOBHX ycTaHoBoK BP Ill oSecncun-. 
BaWT MpwBezeHUe MX B COCTOAHMC, MUCKTIOUANIICS BOSMOMHOCTL MCNONb— 
SOBQHMA MX ANA MYCKOB coorsetctscHHO MBP mau BP lil; oOecneunBa~ 
OT BOSMOKHOCTE OOHAPYHCHUA MOBTOPHOTO PasBePTHBAHUA ZeMOHTMpO— 
BAaHHbX MIM YHUUTORCHHEX SAMHVI HANMOHANLHEMU TCXHMYCCEMMM 
cpemqcTBaMi; HBAROTCA T@KMMM, UTO BPCMA, HCOOXOZMMOe ANA MOBTOp- 
HOPO pasBCPTHBAaHMA OTMX CAMHMI, He OHNO OH BHAYMTCILHO MCHBUe, 
UCM BPCMA, HEOOXOAMMOG ZA HOBOTO CTPOUTCNBCTBA; a Takxe 
UCKINYANT HCOMpaBZAHHHe 3aqG PAK B AeCMOHTAKE WIM YHMUTOReHUMS 


4. Ilpoucaypi! WeCMOHTaxa WIM YHUUTOXeHMA QOpMyAUpyHTCA 
OTACIEHO ANH HESAMMICHHLX M AJIn WAXTHHX NYCKOBHX ycoTaHOBOK MBP 


“H@8CMHOPO Oa38MPOBAHMA, @ TAKRe DIA NOABOAHHX JOMOK Cc GannucTu- 


YCCKUMM PakeTaMM MU IyYCKOBHX yCTaHOBOK BP [lls 


5. Iipoueazyphl 84MCHH M ACMOHTaKa MIM YHMUTORECHUA OGecneu- 
BawWT BOSMOHHOCTL COOTBCTCTBYWWMCTO KOHTPONA HAUMOHANBHMM Tex~ 
HUUCCHMMM CpeCyACTBaMM B CooTBeTCTBUK co Crartbel Y sBpemMeHHOTO 
COTVIAWeCHMAS 


6. llocne ZemontTaxa VM YHUUTONCHUA, MpPOBEACHHOTO B COOTBET— 


CTBUM C Tipusaraempnu Mpoueaypamu, coopyxeHMA, ocTanmuecn Ha 
cTapToBnx nmosvuvax MBP HasemHore CasupoBaHMA, a Takxe MOZBOTHHE 
MOWKM MOTYT MO YCMOTpCHMIO CTOPOH UCHOND3OBATEGH ANA uenen, 

He MpoTuBopcuaMMx NonoKeuunAM BpemenHoTo cormameHun wu Iporoxona 
K HOMY$ 


7. llocpezcTBOM CBOCBPCMCHHHX M COOTBETCTBYHIMX Mpoueayp 
CROpOHH YBCAOMIAWT APyr Apyra oO KOMMUeECTBE M TMNE NyCKOBEX 
YCTAHOBOK, H@ KOTOPHX ACMOHTAX UM YHUUTOMCHME BQRCDIIEHH UM 
HaXOAATCH B CTAAMM OCYNCCTBICHMA, a TaKKe O KOMMUCCTBE NMyCKOBLX 
YCTAHOBOK, MCHONDB3OBAHHX AIA BaMeHH; 


fas CekpetuHo- BY. 
c& 
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8, KonuuectBo MORBOAHHX NOZOK C OANAMCTMYECCKMMM DakeTAaMM, 
OJHOBPEMECHHO HAXOAAMWMXCA B NOCTpOLKe UM MpeAHAasSHAUCHHHX B 
K@uecG@lBe SaGMEHH, He OyneT NPCBeNAaTE KONMUCCTBA, COBMECTUMOTO 
C HOPMAIBUnM rpadukom ctpouvrenncrBa. Ilog HOpMaNnbHHM Tpadunom 
CTPOMTENECTBA NMOHMMACTCA Tpaguk, COBMCCTMMHH c Mpomoh unn 
HHHeWHeH MpakTUKOh cTpouTembcTBa y Kaxwow us Cropou,. 


Hacronmul Iporokon mu npwnaraempe ipouegypy BotynantT 3B 
CMy C MOMCHTA NoANMcaHvA naHHOTO Ilpotoxona M ocTaNTCA B chme 
Ha mepuog- aclictBua BpemeHHoro cornamenua, uv lloctomHHaAn 
KOHCYIIBTATMBHAA KOMUCCIA MONET IO CBOCMY YCMOTPGHMNM BHOCHTE B 
HUX NOMpaBkue 


CopepleHo [974 roma B ropome MockBe B AByx 
DEBCMIIApAaxX, Kaxdnl Ha GHTaMiickom M PyCCKOM ABHKax, Npiwen 
06a TekcTa MMeDT OZMHAKOByW Chay. 


a 


IlpexctTaBuTens Ilpeqctapurenh 
COoeAMHCHHEE lliratos Cow3sa CoBpetckux CoumManucTuuecKux 
AMeDUKM Pecnyonux 
an 
Jes gi. 
HeEHEBA 


| {4 moa 1974 rona 


CekKDPDCTHO 
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CekKpetTHoO 


TPVOR ENE 


NOCTOAHHAA KOHCYIBTATUBHAR KOMMCCMA 


iy ILE AY Pot PETYIMPYOUWE BAMEHY, DPMOHTAK WIM YHVYTOREHME 
YBEAO: OMB O OHI, Ba CLeanEy ECR. HACTYNATER BEX 


Ie OOmue 


J. AH 8aMCHH H@ NyCKOBHC VCTAHOBKM OanaMcTMueccKMXx paKer 
COBPCMCHHUX ATOMHNX NOZBOTHEX NOZ0K, B Mpemenmax ypoBuch, ycva- 
HOBJIGHHHX AIA Kaxqok us CropoH, MOLyT UCnONB8OBaTBCA ycKOBe 
yOvaHuoBKy MCKKOHTMHCHTAABUNX OQmnMcTMuecKUX paket (MbP) Haseu- 
HOTO OasMpOBaHMA CTapHXx TUMOB, pasBepHyTux fo J964 roga, nycKo- 
BHC YCTAHOBKM OaNMUCTMYCCKMUX pPakeT WORK ATOMHEX MOABODHEHX 
MOOK, 4 Take NYCKOBHC YCTAHOBKM COBPeCMCHHNX OaJWIMC THYCCKUX 
paket. AMSCHBHBX MOQBOWRHX AONOK. 


Be COBPCMCHHHMM OasWucTMYeCKMNU paketamis NOMDOZHHX NOTOK 
CUMTAOICH: AA COCAMHCHHHX liraToB - pakeTH, YCT@HOBNeHHHe Ha 
BCOX ATOMHEHX NMONBOAHHX NOmKax; Ami CoBpercKoro Cowsa ~ pakeTu 
TOFO THNA, KOTOPHEG YCTA@HOBNCHE HA A@TOMHHX NOABOMHNX WOZHKaX, 
BBCACHHEX B CoeBpolt coctap nocne 1965 romas a Take aA oOeux 
CTOPOH-~ OCANNNCTMYUECKUEG PakeTH MIOMBOZHWX NOZOK, BMePBHE mpouez- 
WMC JETHHe UCMLTaHMA nocme I965 Towa M ycTaHOBICHHNe Ha AwWOOn 
NOZABOAHOU NOAKG HECBABMCUMO or ec Tuna. 


3. IlyckoBHe yCTAHOBKM CTapHX OCamMcTMueCKUx pakeT Ha Ju 
BENBHMX MOMBOAHWX NOAKAX HG MOTYT VMCHOABZ0BATBCA AA WeNeL 
BaMGHb, MpeyycmotpeHux Hpotokonom K BpemenHomy cormaucHuw o 
HCKOTOPHX MCpax B OONMACTM OPpaHwucHWA CTpaTerMueckux HacTynarTenb— 
HHX BOopyxeHuit. 


4, Demontax un yumyToxenne SaMGHAEMHX MYCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK 
HaUMHaeCTCH HG NOSAHee aT Hayana MOPCXODHHX MCMUTAHUi nozBODHO 
WOAKM, MpeANasHaucHHOh B Kayectue samenun. Hayanom ZeMOHTaxa man 


Ai Cexpe a | | ay. 
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YHMUTOMEHHA MyCckoBoh ycotauosnu MEP spunerca HauanoO BHNOWHCHUA 
HHOOTO M3 MCPONPMATHH, yKasaninn Hue B Pasnzene ll. Hauanom zeE- 
MOHT@xa WIM YHMUTONCHNA NOZBOAHOM NOAKM C OCaNMMcCTHYCCKMMN Dare— 
PaMu AMOO nycKosoit ycranosrem BP Ml asnaetca Hauano BHTIONHCHUA 
MWO6OTO M3 MCPONPMATMH, YKasaHnnx HuKe B LPaszene le 


5. Hauazom MOpexonHnx MCUNTAaHM NMOABOAHOR nOAKM Cc OalinuctTy— 
UCCKUMMU PakKeTAMM, MPCRHaSHAUCHHO B KAUCCTBE BaMeHH, ABIACTCA 
mata, KOTTa Takan NOoyBOZHaA NOAKA BMepBHe COBEepllaeT MAaBaHue 
CBOMM XOAOM BHE Taba MIM Nopta, TAC MpOUsBOTMANCK nocTpotiKa 
MAM OCHAMeCHUC NOABOZNOM monzKU. 


6. JBCJOMNCHMe O ZeCMOHTaxa MIM YHMUTOKCHMM BaNCHAeMEX 
NyYCKOBRX ycoTaHoBoK MBP u nyckoBex ycTaHoBOK OalavcotuuecKux 
paket NOABOANHx NOAOK MpoMsbogutca CropoHamu yBa pasa B Tog B 


‘-Hauane perynapHpx ceccui llocrosHHok KOHCYNbTaTMBHOM KOMMCCHMu m0 


Q@aKTUUCCKOMY COCTOAHMN HA Hayao DaHHOl ceccum Komuccuu 3a 
N€pvoOd CO BPEMCHM NOCUCHHETO YBeROMUCHUA, MpeACTABNECHHOTO B 
Komuccuu. B yBezqOMAeHMM yKasHBaNTCAS 


a) KonMuectBO M Tun nyckoBLX yoraHoBOK MBP ( H8 3auwueHHaan 
MAM WaxtHan NycKoBas ycTanoBka MbP), passepuyrtux yo 1964 roza, 
Mi KOMMYECTBO NYCKOBMX YCTAHOBOK OaMCTMYCCKUX pPake? NOMBOTHHX 
NOAOK, Ha KOTOPHX FCMOHTAx MIM VEU TONGUE? BGBEPIGHH MU HaXOTATCA 
B CTaAuM OCyMeCcTBICHUAS 


D) KommuecTBo NycKOBHX ycTaHOBOK GamMcTMUcCKMX paket Ha 
NOMBOAHHX MOZKAX, KOTOPHE Haya MOPCXOAHHE MCHHTAHMA uM npez- 
HA3HaUCHH B KaUuCCTBE BaMeCHE: UM 


c) KommuectBO nyckoBHx yoraHozor MBP mu nycnosyx yoraHoBox 
OaNIUCTHYCCKMX PakeT NOABOAHWX MOAOK us uveNa ZeMOHNTMpOBAHHHKX 
MIM YHUYTOMCHHHX, KOTOPHe OWI MCNHONB3OBAHH AIA BaMGHH Ha 
NYCKOBHG yCTAHOBKM OalnuicetuuccKnx ‘PACT COBPCMCHNLX ATOMULX 
NOJBOAHX OOK. 


7. Kauzan CropoHa Moxet ua ROOPOBONLHOM OCHOBE TZONOANATH 
YBCHOMICHNH APyYIMMU CBCTCHMAMM, ECM OHA COUTeT, UTO OHM HeOOxo~ 


‘AMMEL JIA OOCCHeUcHUA YBCPCHHOCTM B BHNOUHCHAM MPVUHATHX 10 Bpe- 


MCHHOMY COLTQleHM OOASATCIECTRB. 
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I. Bo Bocx’ CIYUaAX TPM NPOBCACHMM FeMOuUTaKxa MAM y HUNT Oneaue 
BHNONHAWTCH Ce ZywUNe MePOMpPuATUAS 


a) yaaueuve co crapToBok nosvuum 3sanaca paket m Mx Komno- 
HEHTOB, PCOBHHX YacTeh WU MOABUMHOTO OOOPyAOBaHMA; 


D) ACMOHTax CTauMOHApHOTO MycKOBOrO OOOpyZOBaHMA, MOABOMHO— 
TPaHCNOPTHOTO OOOpyAOBaHMA M SalpaBOUHOTO OOOPyAOBaHUA, CBABHHH 
HOTO C NyCKOBOM yoTaHOBKOK mM HaxOZAMerocs Ha cTaprozoli nosuuuu, 
Q Takye yaaeHVe BCerO ACMOHTMPOBaHHOTO OOOpyAOBaHNa CO cTtapTo- 
Bok nosuuun. lon nyckoBum OOopysoBanuem NOKMMANTCA CuCTeMEH, 
KOMNOHCHTH M MPMOOPH, HEOOXOAMMBC DJIA MpPOBeAeHMA TyCKa paket. 


2. B OTHOMeHMM HesauMMeHHx CTapTOBHX Nosuunli B AONONHe Hue 
K MCPONDPMATMAM, NGPCuMCHevILM B NyHKTe I, ocyuectBaRWTcA cnenyu- 
Wve MepOolipuntugs , 


a) yuacCTHM CTapTOBHX MoWayOK AMAMeTPOM MO MeHBUEl Mepe B 
20 MCTPOB C WeHTPOM, HAaXOTAMMMCA Ha CTapTOBOM CTONG, M TyHKTH 
(OyHKepH) ypaniecHMA MyCKOM pakeT NMpwBOAATCA B HeMpMroguoe aNA 
UCHONBSOBAHMA COCTOAHMG IlyTem JeMOHTaxa um paspyuenitn: 


a) CMKOCTM QA XPAHCHUA TOMIMBA ACMONTMPYNTCA M yaaAAWTCA 
co craprozoli MO SMIMN 5 i 


C) OOnOMEM paspyweHHBX yuaCTKOR cTapToBHx mmouagzOK uu ILYHK TOB 


(OyHKepoB) ynpaBneHuA MycKOM paket, a TaKxe (YHA@MCHTH CMKOC TC ft 
ANH XPAHCHMSA TONMIMBA MOryT OHTB yaaneHNy, a nO ucreueHun wecru 
MCCHIIEB MeCTa, PAC OHM HaxOAMMCh, MOTyT OTS 3QCHMaHH 3cmaef, 


3. B orHomenmm waxtuyx crapTonnx nosuuuf, B ZOMomNeHNe x 
MCDONPMATUAM, TepeuMcHeLHLM B nyHKTe I, ocysiecrBnAwTcA cle qt yn~ 
me Meponpuaruas oe og 


a) Balurune KpBu waxt, PenbeH saumTHEX KDbll, TasooTBoAuHe 
Kaanbl, WAaxTHHe CTakaHtl M OTONOBKM WaxT JeCMOHTUpywoTca umn 
YHUNTORANTCA, @ ACMOHTMPOBAHHME KOMNOHEHTH yAaNAwTCA CO crapTo~ 
BOW nosvuun; u 7 yf 
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D) nocHe MpoBeACHUA MCPOTIPMATKH, MpeAyCMOTPCHHHX BRUC B 
noanyuxre "Q", waxTh OCTABIAWTCAR OTKPHTHMM B TeYueHNe WeCTU 
M@CHIICB, MOCHE YUETO MOTyT OTS B3aCLNaHH 3emmeli. 


4, llocne ocyuecrBieHuA ACMOHTaxa KIM YHUUTOMCHMA B cooT— 
BCTCTBUM G BHICYKASAHHHNU NpPOUcAyPaMM COOPyxeHMA, OCTANMMCCH Ha 
CrapToBux nosvuMax MbP, He ucnonBSywTCH WIA XPAHEHMA,. OOCAyYRN—~ 
BaHMA Mam mycka MBP, HO mory? no yomorTpeHun CropoH vcnonbsoBatb— 
CA ANA UeNeH, HE NMpoTMBOpeywauMx NonoOxeHMAM BpemeHHOoro cornaue— 
Huadu IIporokona K HeMmy. 


Oo. AemouTax uM yHRUTOMeHMe BAaMeHACMHX MyCKOBHX yCTaHOZBOK 
MBP saBpepmaectca He NOBKe, YeM ucpes ueTHpe MeCNNa Nocue Havana 
MOPCXOAHHX UCHUTAHMA NOZBOAHOM NMOAKU, NMpemHASHAaUCHHOK B KauecTRBe 
BSaMeHbl. . : 


- poner AYPH ACMOHTaxa WIM “_YHUYTOMe LA. TMOgBO THX OTOH 


cl Oa NMAC THYCC iL iM Dake xOTaNe TD aT NV¥CKOBEX YC! TeHOBORK bY ill 
Ponce mi Ix Yor See aE ee 


aut HOS RA a G- Oe sneCTuuecE Hin 


I. Ana qeMoHTama wim yuwuToNeHMA MOmBOTHHX MOOK c Oanmuc~ 
TMUCCKMMM DakeTaMU M MycKOBHX ycoTaHoBOoH bP Il npwemmempun aABnA- 
WICH CHETYOuMe MpOuUcAypH, CCYUCCTBIACMHG NO OTKPHTHM HeOON, 

M3 KOTOPHX Kaan us CropoH momeT Zenath BHOOD: . 


a) MpCBpaulcHue B MCTANNONOM NOABCAHOM MOAKM uM ee MyCcKOBEX 
yC@HOBOK. lIpeppaneHve B MeTaNNONOM mpezycMarpusaer Kanutanbyy 
pasooprys$ 


D) yaaueuue paketHoro otceka nogBo_uok mozKN; 


GC) ACMONTax MyCKOBHX yCTAaHOBOK OaaucTuuecHux pakeT cTapnx 
ATOMUBIX NOABOAHHX WOOK, Y KOTOPRX BeEpXHVe yacrH pakeTHHX MycKo- 
BX WaXT BHXOZAT B OTpaxACHMc waxT, MONET OCYIGCTBNATBCA Takxe 
MyTGM CHATMA PAaKeTHHX NYCKOBMX maxT BMeECTE C OPpaxaeCHMemM waxT un 
TOMM UaCTAMM JCPKOTO M MpOuHoro KOpMycoB Had pakeTHuM OTCCKOM, 

B KOTOPHX HAXOZATCA BCC BEXOYH PAKCTHNX MyCKOBX Wax. 


Ilpounni Kopnyc Mu AeTKus Kopnyc Moryt ONT BOCCTAHOBICHH 
HyTCM BBaPMBAHMA HOBMX CCKUMM, He MMCIIIMX BHXOZOB paKCTHHX MycHKo- 
BHX WAXT WM PaKCTHHX MKOB. OTpaxyenue pyOKu u nanyOa Moryt OnTD 
MOJMQMUMPOBAHL TAKUM OOPa3s0M, UTOOL COXPaHAMUCE MOpeCxOZHHe 


HauecTBa NOABOAHOM JOUKU. “Fy 
poe Approved For Releasp, 2904/01/24, GIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 J. , 
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2. AJemouTax Miu yHuuTOxeHue SAMCHAGMHX MOUBOAKWX JOROK 
NPOUSBOAMTICA TOMBKO Ha BaBOTaX (Bephax), OCYWECCTBIAWIMX CTpO- 
VTCMECTBO M PCMOHT MOABOAHNX NOTZOK M pacnono“enHHX Ha CeBepuoM 
vu Tuxookeanckom noGepexpax CCCP u Atnanruueckom m TuxookeaHcKOM 
NOOCPCHBAX KOHTMHEHTaNbHO uacru CIA. 


8. lpm MOGOM M3 BapMaHTOB ACMOHTAXa TWKM NYCKOBHX MaxtT 
OCTAWTCA OTKPHTHMM B TCYUCHMC BCETO Nepwowza ACMOHTaxa, a pakeTH 
Hw OOopymoBanue AMA Nycka paket yAaNMoTCH. 

4, Jlo6o0e us ya 3aBHuX BHC MCDOTPVATUKM B8aBepmaertcA He 


NOSKE, UCM YeEpes WECTH MCCHYCB Nocme HaYaNa MOPCXOTHHX MCMHTAHIM 
NOABOAHOM NOWKM, MpPCAHASHAUCHHOM B KaUcCYBC BaMeHL. 


OSaTTETATO BenGRE™ 


B tom Cayuae, ECM NOZBOAHAA NOMKA C GanMCTMUCCKMMA 
— ‘pakeTamMm PMOHeT B MOPe MAM NonyuaeT NOBpexAeHUue, UCKnMUAWUee 
PGMOHT, TO TAKAaH NOMBOTHAH WoOAKA MOKET OHTL BaMeHeHa ppyTotk 
MOABOAHOM NOAKOM C OANNUCTMUUCCKUMMM PakKeTaMU B COOTBETCTBUN C 
HUKCCHCLY WWM $ 


a) Apyran Cropoua yBegomunetca B IlocTOAHHOM KOHCYIbTaTuB— 
HOW KOMUCCHN O TUOeIM UNM NOBPCXACHUM; 


D) KONMUECTBO TYCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK Ha MOABOZHOK moAKe C 
OaNNMCTMYCCKMMM pakeTawMv, MPCAHaSHAYeHHOM B KAaYUCCTBE 3aMCHH, 
He IIPMBOZUT K NPCBHICHMW OOWCTO KOUKYCCTBA MyCKOBHX yCT@HOBOK, 
paspewenHoro Bpemenuym cormaucunem um Nporokonom K HeMy; 


CG) NOBPCHACHHaH NMOZBOAHAA NOAKAa C GanNMCTMUCCHMMU pakcTamu 
ACMOHTMPYeCTCH MAN yHuULTOMaeTcA B cooTBeTCTBuN c Pasaczom lll 


Hactoauux Hpoueayp. ff 
Gj. 


CekpewrTtuHo 
oe” 
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Attachment No. 4 


* 


STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
PROTOCOL — 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING 
OR DESTRUCTION, AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, 
FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS 


Pursuant to the provisions and in implementation of 

the Treaty between the United States of America and the 
‘Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the Limitation of 

Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems of May 26, 1972, and the 

Agreed Statements regarding that Treaty, the Parties thereto 

have within the framework of the Standing esnsuaes 

Commission agreed upon procedures governing replacement, 

dismantling or destruction, and notification thereof, for 

ABM systems and their components limited vy that Treaty, 

as formulated in the Attachment hereto which constitutes 


an integral part of this Protocol. 


The Parties have also agreed on the following general 


guidelines: s 


ga BS. 
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1. The attached Procedures shall apply only to 
systems or their components to be replaced and dismantled 


or destroyed pursuant to the provisions of the Treaty; 


2. Any i osiaccnent of ABM systems or their components 
shall be on the basis of Article VII of the Treaty and 
applicable Agreed Statements; dismantling or destruction 
of ABM systems or ‘their compoiuents in excess of the 
numbers or outside the areas specified by the Treaty 
shall be on the basis of Article VITI of the Treaty and 


applicable Agreed Statements; 


3. Dismantling or destruction procedures for ABM 
systems or their components, related to implementation 
of the provisions of Article VII regarding replacement 
of those systems or their components and Article VIII of 
the Treaty, shall ensure that those systems or their 
components and facilities associated with those components, 
except for facilities at test ranges, would be put ina 
condition that precludes the possibility of their use for 
ABM purposes; shall ensure that reactivation of units 
dismantled or destroyed would be detectable by national 
technical means; shall be such that reactivation time of 
those units would not be substantially less thun the time 
required for new construction; and shall preclude 


unreasonable delays in dismantling or destruction; 


SECRET 
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4, Replacément and dismantling or destruction 
procedures shall be formulated separately for above- 


ground and silo ABM launchers and -for ABM radars; 


5. Keplacement and dismantling or destruction 
procedures shall ensure that adequate verification can 
be accomplished by national technical means in accordance 


with Article XII of the Treaty; 


6, After dismantling or destruction in accordance 
with the steacned Procedures, facilities remaining at 
ABM launch or ABM paca Sites may, at the discretion of 
the Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent with 
the provisions of the Treaty and applicable Agreed 


Statements; and 


7. Through timely and appropriate procedures, the 
Berties shall notify each other of the number and type 
(above-ground or silo) of ABM enone ss and of the number 
of ABM radars on which dismantling or destruction has been 
completed and is in process, and of the number of ABM 


launchers and ABM radars used for replacement. 


BA _ oe : 48. 
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This Protocol and the attached Procedures shall 


enter into force upon signature of this Protocol and 


remain in force for the duration of the Treaty, and 


may be amended by the Standing Consultative Commission 


as it deems appropriate. 


Done at Moscow on 


197, in two copies, each 


in the English and Russian languages, both texts being 


equally authentic. 


Commissioner, 
United States of 
America 


at 
oe 


_ Commissioner, 
Union of Soviet Socialist 


Republics 
an 
LY. 


Geneva 


June 19, 1974 
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STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSTON ; 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, 
AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, 


- FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THELTR COMPONENTS 
I. Excess ABM Launchers at Test Ranges 


1. Above-ground launchers and associated, equipment 
shall be remoyed from the sites, and the entire part of 
. the launch pad containing the launcher meant and reinforce- 
ments shall be apenenried or destroyed. lLaunch-pad debris 
may be removed and after six months the location covered 


with earth. 


2. Silo launchers shall be made unusable by 
dismantling or destruction of their above-ground structures 
and headworks, and removal of launcher rails. Silo-launcher 
debris may be removed and after six months the silos may 


be filled with earth. 


3. The dismantling or destruction actions described 
in paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be completed no later than 


three months after their initiation. 
A) A 
fe | . Fy. 
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4, Facilities associated with dismantled or destroyed 
ABM launchers at test ranges ee at the discretion of the 
Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent with the. 
provisions of the Treaty on the ip caeien of ABM Systems, 


and applicable Agreed Statements. 


5. Notification of the completion of the activities 
provided for in paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be given in the 
Standing Consultative Commission twice annually reflecting 


the actual status as of the beginning of a regular session 


of the Commission, 


Ce 


ITT, ABM Facilities at Malmstrom 


1. Metal reinforcing rods on radar buildings shall 


be cut off. 


2. Radar buildings for which wall construction had 
commenced shall be left uncovered in their uncompleted state 


for six months, after which they may be covered with earth. 


3. Launcher facilities and radar buildings for which 
only foundations had been completed shall be covered with 


earth, 


pe a 
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4, Earth grading of the entire area shall be 


accomplished and construction materials removed. 


5. Dismantling or destruction activities shall be 
initiated no later than six months after agreement on 


these Procedures. 


6. Notification that the above activities have 
been completed shall be given in the Standing © 


Consultative Commission. 


we @ + an 


( 
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Procedures for 
ABM Systems 
Tnitialed Text 
June 19, 1974 


CekpeTHoO 


HOCTOANEAA KOHCYJ DTA TMP HAR KUMMCCMA 
TPOTOK ON 


aS PETYIMPYGWhE SAMEHY, HEMOHTA VA YHIMITOREH AE 
i YEAOM EME O HMX, Jun CuCiRM IPO WM uX KOMMOHEHTCR 


B COOTBETCTBUM C MONOKCHMAMMA M B OCynecTBIeHKe Jloropopa 
Mexay CocmvHeHHHMy Ilraramu AmMepuxu wu Cowsom CopercKux ColMali~ 
crmueckMx PeciyCnuuk O06 OTpaHMuciMu CUCTCM MpOTMBODAKeTHOM OCoOpe - 
HH ot 26 man [972 Toma u CormacoBaHHHX SaABICHUM B CBHBM C OTM 
AOroBoDOM yuacTBynune B HEM CLOpoHH, B paMkax JloCTOoAHHOM HOP 
CYNBTATHMBHOM KOMMCCMM, COTNACHIMCL O Mpomezypax, peryrupywowux 
BaMeHy, ASMOHTA MIM yHMULTOKeHUc M yBeZOMmeHMe O HMX, WA CuCcTeM 
TPO M MUX KOMMOHEHTOB, OTPAaHWUCHHNX aTvM JlOTOBODOM, Kak OHM Cchop~ 


“MyAMpoBann B IIpunoxeHMu K HacTOAMeMy IpotoKomy, KoLopoe ABAAe TCH 


HeOTBeMAeCMOK uacTLw sroro Mporoxoma. 


CTOPOHL COTWACHNUCh LakKe O CIELYWUMX OCUMX PyKOBOZAWMX 
NONOKCHUAX: 


I. punaracmue Wnoueyypil MPVMCHAHTCH TOABKO B OTHOMWCHMY 
CHCTEM MIM MX KOMNOHCHTOB, SAMCHACMHX M ACMOHTMpyeMELX MAM yHuu- 
TOMACMHX B COOTBELCLBUM C MONOKCHMAMN JoroBopa; 


2, JloOaH saMeHna cuctem TIPO um ux KOMMOHCHTOB ocyujecrBmnet— 
Ci Ha OCHOBaHMM Cratbu YI Joropopa, a TaKxe CooTBeTCTBYyWUMxX 
CormacoBaHHHX BanBeHuh; ZCMOHTAK MIM yHuuTOKeHMe Cucrem TIPO mun 
MX KOMIOHCHTOB CBEPX KOJMUCCTL MIM BHE pakoHoB, onpezemeHHE Jlo- 
TOBOPOM, OCYIeCTBIACTCA Ha OCHOBaHUM Cratbu JI Joropopa u coor-— 
BOTCTBYWUIMX COPMACOBAHHHX BanBIeHMt; 


3. Ilpoyemyph AcMouTaxa unh yHMUTOMeHMA Cuctem TIPO unm wx KOM— 


MOHEHTOB, CBABAQHHHG C OCyuccCTBIcHvem nonoxenult Crarbu YI B on. 


HOMCHUM 3AMCHH STMX CUCTeM MAW UX KOMMOHCHTOB uM Crarbn YI 


Sos CexpertHzo | AY. 
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jloropopa, OGeCHeuNBAaWT NpwBeACHMe |STMX CMCTCM MI MX KOMNOHGH- 
TOB, & TAKME OLHOCHUMXCA K STM KONNCHCHTAM CcoopyHeHli, 38 
UCKIOUEHMeM COOPyHeHMt HA MCITACMBHNX NOAMTOHAX, B CoCTOHHHe, 
UCKMOUAWYES BOSMOKHOCTE MCMONbSOBAHUA UX B nemax IPO; odecie- 
UNBAWL BOSMOMHOCTH OOHAPYZCHUA HANMOHAIBHLIMM TCXHHYECKUMM CpeA— 
CTrRaM.: MOBTOPHOTO PaSBEPTHBAHMA DCMOHTMPOBOHHNX WAM YHMYTCKEH™ 
HHX CZMHMIT; ABIAWTCH TAKVMH, UPTO BpeMA, HEOOXOAVMOE ANA NORTOP- 
HOTO PaBBCPTLBAHMA STUX CLMHMY, HE ODIO OM SHAUMTENBHC MeHFIC, 
UCM BPCMA, HCOOXOYMMOG YA HOBOTO CTPOWTeABCTBa; @ TAKKe WCHITO~ 
UANT HCONPABAAHHNE BANCPUK B ACMOHTAXe WIM YHMUTOREHUM; 


4. Tpouexyph saMcHH M ZeMONTaxa MAM yHMUTOKeHMA QOpkyMpy- 
WICH OTICHLUO ANA HABCMHHX MU WAaXTHUIX WyCKOBLX yCTAHOBCK MpoTuBo- 
paket M Tn payMonoKalMonHHx. cranny IPO; 


a 5. Ilpoueayph BaMCHH M JCMOHTAHa MIM YHUUTOReCHUA odecreuu~ 
BAWT BOBMOKRHOCTS COOTBETCLRBYWUCTO KOHTPOUH HAUMOHAIDHHMM TexHU- 
UCCKUM'M CPCACTBAMM B COOTBETCTBMM CO Crarpei XH Joropopa; 


6, Jlocue ZeMOHTAtAa WIM YHMUTOKCHMA, MpOBemeHHOLrO B COOT- 
percrTBuN C MpunaraemyMu IlponewypaMu, Coopymenus, ocmawuliecd 
Ha CTAapTOBHX MosuiwAx TPO Munn Ha MOSMUMAX PaAMONOKAUMOHHEA CTA 
ui TIPO, moryr mo ycmorpeHish CropoH MCMONb30BATLCA DIA rene , 
He Mporupopeywayux momoxenusm Jloropopa M COOTBELCTBYwuAx Corma~ 
COBAHHEIX BaHBIeHM; u | 


7.. IlocpezCTBOM CBOGBPEMeHHHX M COOTBETCIBYHUMX NpPoUeAyDp 
CLOpOHH yBeOMIANT Bpy? Apyra O KOWMUeCTBeE uM Tune (HaseMHaA 
Vili wWaxtuan) MyCKOBHX yCTAHOROK NpoTMBopakerT M O KomMuecTBe 
payMonoKanymouHHX CTAHIMA TIPO, Ha KOTOPHX ZeMOHTAK. MANU yHMULOuC— 
HUG BABEPUCHH M HAXOAATCAH B CTAAMM OCyWeCTBIICHMA, a TaKkKe 0 
HOMMUECTRE NYCKOBHX yCTA@HOBOK MpoTMBopakel UW pagzMONOKANMOHHEX 
cranunk TIPO, UCNONBSO0BaHHHX JJ SAMeHE. 


Hacronuu Wporokom “ mpunaracmue Ilpouenzypi BCTyNawT B 
Cuny C MOMeHTa NozNMcaHuA AaHHoro. [lporokoma uM ocTanTcA B Cune 


Ao CexnpcezHo | Td. 
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Ha neptog gelictbua Zorozopa, M JlockoAHHan KOHCYIbTaTMBHan 
KOMMCCMA MONCT IMO CBOCMY YCMOTPCHMI0 BHOCHTE B HUX MUMpaBkue 


Cone pueHo 1974 roma B ropome MockBe B ABYX 
SHSEMMIADAX, KAxuH Ha AHTMMACKOM M PYCOKOM ABHKAX, JIPMueH 
06a TEKCTA MMGHT OAMHAKOBYW CHI. 


IlpencraBnTenb . TlpeqetaBureny 
Coenmuuc HHL IlltatoR Coosa CopetcKux CouvanucTUYyeCKUx 
AmMepuEM ' Pecnyonux 


ns 44 


Kevepa 
{4 vionn 1974 roza 


CenpeTHO 
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Cexpewv?tHoO 


OCTOAHHAA KOHCY KOHCYJbTATMBHAR KOMHCCMA 


TIPOUMAY Pb, PETYAMPY OM ARHORTAR Wi YHMUTOXEHME Yl 
YbELOMMTENME O HAX, AIH CvCTuh TPO WM WX KOMNOHEHTOLB 


euLe Ilycropye YCTQHOBKM MpormBpopaker Ha UCIINTAaTenb— 
Hex HOLMTOHAaX CBGpX YCTAHOBACHHHX KOJMUECTB 

I. Hasemune nyckKOBHe yCTQHOBKM M OYHOCHWCeCA K HuM OOopy- 
AOBAHNC YAANAWTICAH CO CTAPpTOBHUX NOSMUMM, a BCH YwacTh CTapToBol 
NAOWAAKN, SaHuMaeMaA CTOMKOW MyCKOBOM YCTQ@HOBKM M apMatTypol, 
ACMONTMPYCTCA MAM paspywmactcnH. OOnomEU CTapTroBolw nNnowagKn 
MOTyT OTL y7ancHb, a mo uc TeweHuy wecTH ME6CHUGB sTO MecTO 
MOMCT OHTL BaCEMaHo semsch. 


2» lliaxTHHe MyCKOBLCG VCTQHOBKM MPMBOZATGA B HempurogzHoe 
AIH MCHONbSOBAHMA COCTOAHMG TyTeM ACMOHTAHxa MIM YHAUTOXCHUA 
MX HANSCMHEIX KOHCTPYKUUM M OTOUOBKOB, a Takue nyTemM yaaneHva 
HampaBlaApmux. OOMOMKM WaXTHHX NYCKOBNX yCTA@HOBOK MOPYT OMIT 
YHacHH, @ NO UCTCUCHMM WECTH MCCHICB wWaxTH MOLYLT OTS 
BaCHIQHH SeMulenu. 


3. YkasaQuHne B NyYHKTax I uM 2 MeponpwaAtunA To FeMOHTaxy MAN 
YHMUTOXEHM B3a4BEPMaWTCH HE TO3Ke, YCM UepPes TPM MeCAUa C MOMCH— 
Ta ux Hauasa. 


4, COOpyxeHHA, OTHOCAINMECA K JEMOHTMPOLAHHHM MAM YHMUTOXEH— 
HLM IYCKOBDM YCTaHOBKaM MpOTMBOPAaKeT Ha MCTNTATCUbHHX NOMUTCHaX, 
MOPYT TO yCMOTpeHN CTOPOH MCNONbSOBATECA ANA Ween, He MpoTu- 
Bopevaux monoxenunm Jloropopa o6 orpauuuenuu cuctem IPO mn coom 
BETCTBYWUNX COPNaCOBaHHHX S3aABRCHUM. 


O. JBCAOMMCHME O 3ABCPICHMM MeponpuAtuk, MpenycMoTpeHHUX 
B lyuktax I uw 2, npowspogutca B IlocTORHHOM KOHCYNbTaTUBHOL 
KOMMCCMM 2Ba pasa B ron no Pakruyeckomy COCTOAHMN Ha Hauano 
i ae CeCCUM KOMUCCHM. 


Cekpem?tuHoO ne 
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Tl. Coopyxenua [PO na Case Manbécrpom 

I. Mevannuueckue cTepxHM apwaTypy smaHuii PIC cpesantca. 

2. onauun PAC, ANA KOTOPHX ONO yxe HaYaTO BOSBeTEHNe 
CTCGH, OCTABNAWTCA HEMPUKPHTHMM B MX HEB8ABCPIlCHHOM COCTOAHUM 
B TEYUCHME WCCTM MECAYWECB, NOCHE YeTO OHM MOTYT OTE 3acbilaHnyl 
SeMuieh. : . 


3. CoOpyxeHMA DJIA MyCKOBHX yCTaHOBCK, a Takme 3faHnli PIC, 
ANA KOTOPHX ObWIM BABEPUICHE CTPOMTCALCTBOM AMUS PYHLANCHTH, 
BACHIIGWTCH Semen. 


4, OcyllecTBIAeCTCA paspaBHMBaHMe NOUBH H@ BCeM yuacrKe, 
a CTPOUTENBHLC MaTCpUaNH yuanmorca. 


5. PadoTH MO AeMOHTaxy UNM YHUUTORCHMI HaUMHaNTCA He 
NOsHe, UCM UCPES WeCTh MECKUCB MOCNC COPMECOBaHMA HACTOAWUMX 


IIpoucayp. 
6. YBeCZOMICHMG O 3ABCPIICHUM BHWUCYKASAHHHX MEPOMPMATHY 
MpOMSBOAUTCA B NOCTOAHHOM KOHCYUbTATMBHOM KOMMCCHM. 


Fai Gy 


CekKpeTHO 
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Attachnent No. 6 


STATEMENT BY COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL 


June 19, 1974 


1. Mr. Commissioner, at this final meeting of the 
Third Session of the scc, it is a pleasure to take stock 
of where we stand in our assigned responsibilities. With 
the initialing of the mutually agreed Procedures Governing 
Replacement, Dismantling or Destruction, and Notification 
Thereof, for Strategic Offensive Arms and for ASM Systems 
and Their Components, we have authenticated two important 
completed documents to be signed and enter into force at 
the forthcoming Moscow Summit meeting. These documents 
represent a noteworthy step. in promoting the .objectives 
and implementing the provisions of the ABM Treaty and the 


Interim Agreement and its Protocol. 


2. Working out these mutually agreed procedures was 
not an easy task. The issues were complex and the solutions 
often difficult to find. However, by perseverance on both 
sides and, more importantly, facilitated by direct and 


frank exchanges at all levels, we have succeeded in 
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formulating the mutually agreed procedures called for 
by the ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement and its 
Protocol. Working out mutually agreed. procedures for 


dismantling or destruction of pallistic-missile submarines 


and SLBM launchers posed one of our more aQifficult problems. 


However, with the recent resolution of paragraph ITIil.2 
dealing with the locations where such dismantling or 
destruction shall be accomplished, that problem was also 
successfully resolved. In connection with the language 
of paragraph III.2, it is understood that the Atlantic 


area of the United States includes the Gulf Coast area. 


3. Mr. Commissioner and all members of the Soviet 
and U.S. sec Components, I believe that we, both those here 
present and all those who have participated in the prepara- 
tion of these Procedures over the past three SCC Sessions, 


can justifiably take pride in our accomplished work. 
IT 


4, As important as these procedures are, they 
represent only one factor in the success of the Standing 
Consultative Commission. The SCC is a unique organization; 
it is the first of its kind. We have thus been "plowing 


new ground" and effectively "learning as we go." In my 


SECRET 
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opinion we have come a long way. We have proven the 
ability of the SCC to solve complex technical problems 

to the mutual interest of both sides. We have developed 

a direct and frank exchange of views, including an 
understanding of the concerns of the other side, which 

can be of atneae importance as the SCC may be called upon 
to implement the full scope of its responsibilities as sew 
forth in Article XIII of the ABM Treaty and Article VI 


of the Interim Agreement. 
Lied 


5, Mr. Commissioner, we have agreed that the 
fourth session of the SCC will convene in Geneva on 
September 24, 1974 to discuss the general framework for 
detailed procedures for replacement of ABM Systems and 
Their Components as called for in Article VII of the 
ABM Treaty. The experience we have gained 44 working 
out the procedures we have initialed tonight will be 
invaluable in meeting this task. It is recognized that 
either side may convene the SCC at an earlier date should 
it desire to raise any other matters within the scope 


of our assigned responsibilities. 


SECRET 
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6. Mr. Commissioner, in summary, the U.S. Component 
of the SCC would like to express its appreciation to all 
members of the Soviet Component of the SCC for the direct, 
frank and businesslike manner in which they have approached 
the problems we have faced. The manner in which both sides 
have conducted these negotiations is conducive to the 
further success of the SCC. We have achieved mutually 
agreed procedures which both sides can be proud of, not only 
for their content but for the precedent they set in estab- 
lishing the capabilities and utility of the ScC. In my 
opinion, the SCC has contributed, and will continue to 
contribute, to reducing possible misunderstandings and 
uncertainties that could arise in connection witi existing 
agreements, and will continue to contribute to continued 


overall improved relations between our two great countries. 


SECRET 
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COMMISSIONER USTINOV'S STATEMENT 


June 19, 1974 
Mr. Commissioner, 


Today we have initialed the Protocols and attached Pro- 
cedures, Governing Replacement, Dismantling or Destruction and 
Notification Thereof for Strategic Offensive Arms and ABM 
Systems, limited by the Interim Agreement and the ABM Treaty 
respectively, with the expectation that the signing of the 
initialed documents will take place in Moscow in the course of 
the forthcoming Summit Meeting. This successfully completes 
/a specific phase in the activity of the SCC, established by the 
Governments of the U.S. and the USSR to promote the implementa- 
tion of the objectives and provisions of the Treaty and 


Interim Agreement, concluded between our countries. 


Today it gives me great pleasure to congratulate you, our 
Deputies and all members of the U.S. and Soviet Components of 
the SCC on the completion of the responsible task assigned to 


us by the Governments of the USSR and U.S. 


The work carried out in the course of three sessions has 
convincingly demonstrated that, given mutual understanding and 


good will, both sides,within the framework of the SCC, can 
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successfully carry out tasks related to implementation of the 
provisions of the ABM- Treaty and Interim Agreement. We have 
no doubts that the SCC, through its activity, makes a useful 
contribution to the cause of general improvement in Soviet- 


American relations. 


Particular note should be made of the businesslike 
atmosphere, and the constructiveness and frankness which 
marked the just-concluded SCC session and which is becoming 
traditional for the SCC. We believe that this has to no 
small degree contributed to our success, in spite of the exist- 
ence of a number of compiex issues, solution of which, as you 


.know, required considerable effort on both sides. 


Extensive and useful work in reaching agreement on 
mutually acceptable formulations with respect to questions of 
dismantling or destruction and notification thereof has been 
carried out by the working groups, headed by General Georgi 
and V. P. Karpov. It is precisely due to their constructive 
and businesslike cooperation that we were able to reach agree- 
ment on procedures for dismantling replaced submarines and 


on notification questions. 


A special role in our work was played by the Executive 


Secretaries and interpreters to whom fell the difficult task 
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of editing, translating and preparing.a large number of texes 
containing proposals of the sides as well as the resulting 
documents. I would like to express my gratitude to all 
members of the SCC for their fruitful activity at this 


session. 


The results of our joint work seem to us to be quite 
substantial; they lay down a good foundation for further 


cooperation of the sides within the framework of SCC. 


Both Components of the Commission apparently agree that 
the Protocols and Procedures worked out in the SCC will, by 
their scope and nature, facilitate strict and precise 
implementation by the sides of the obligations assumed under 
the Interim Agreement and the ABM Treaty, using national tech- 


nical means for their verification. 


~ 


In this connection the Soviet side sugnecke from the 
premise that in actual implementation of the provisions of the 
Protocols and Procedures, governing replacement, dismantling or 
destruction for strategic offensive arms and ABM systems, 
initialed by us today, both sides will be guided by precisely 
those procedures which are set down in the texts of these 
documents. The Soviet side also believes that after being 
signed, the Protocols and Procedures must retain their confiden- 


tial nature and must not be subject to publication. 
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With respect to the time for holding the fourth session 
of the SCC, we agree to convene it September 24, 1974. We 
believe that there is also no disagreement between us with 
respect to the agenda for that session -- to discuss the 
question of approach to procedures governing the replacement 
of ABM systems and their components which is permitted under 


Article VII of the ABM Treaty. 


In conclusion, Mr. Commissioner, allow me to express once 
again my gratitude to you personally, to General Georgi, V. P. 
Karpov, and all members of the U.S. and Soviet Components of 


the SCC, for the work carried out at the third session. 


Thank you for your attention. 


a 
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Attachment No. 8 
June 19, 1974 


PRESS RELEASE 


The US-USSR Standing Consultative Commission met 
for one hour on June 18, and held another meeting for 
two hours on June 19 to complete its third session in 
Geneva. The session began on April 2, 1974. US 
Commissioner, Mr. Sidney N. Graybeal and USSR Commissioner, 
Mr. G. I. Ustinov agreed to convene the next session of 
the SCC in Geneva later this year on a date to be mutually 


agreed between them. 


The Standing Consultative Commission was established 


by the Memorandum of Understanding signed by the US and 


USSR Governments on December 21, 1972, for the purpose of 


promoting the implementation of the objectives ana 
provisions of the ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement 
on the Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms signed 


in Moscow on May 26, 1972. 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435AQ80400010001-2 Oe thes 


SECRET/EXDIS . 
SCC 
Session IIT 
A- 257 


US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


Meeting, June 17, 19744 
US Mission, Geneva 


Persons Present 


Mr. Graybeal _ Brig. Gen. Ustinov 

Brig. Gen. Georgi Mr. Karpov 

Col.’ (Ret. ) FitzGerald Mr. Yereskovsky 

Mr. Arensburger Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter) 
(Interpreter) 


Commissioner Graybeal opened the meeting by thanking 
General Ustinov for coming to the US Mission at such short 
notice. He said that since he had called the meeting he 
would propose that the normal procedure of asking General 
Ustinov to speak first be changed and said that he would 
take the floor. 


Commissioner Ustinov agreed and suggested that 


Commissioner Graybeal proceed. 


Commissioner Graybeal then gave a prepared statement on 
the Unitcd States Government desire that the procedures be 
signed in Moscow instead of Geneva (see attachment. 


Commissioner Ustinov then thenked Graybeal for sharing 
with him the instructions he had received from Washington. 
He said that he would report those instructions to Moscow 
immediately. Ustinov said that, as Graybealknew, he was 

at the present time expecting, literally from "hour to 
hour", instructions from Moscow with regard to our future 
work, with respect to Paragraph III.2, and also with respect 
to signing the documents the Commissioners are working out. 
He said that as soon as he received such instructions, he 
would immediately call Graybeal so that they could resolve 
the issue which is still unresolved. He concluded that, as 
Graybeal would understand, he could, unfortunately, say no 
more in regard to the questions which Graybeal had raised 
today. 
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Commissioner Graybeal thanked Ustinov and proposed 
that the meeting be adjourned at this point and that the 
Commissioners agree that the next meeting should be held 
on call of either Commissioner. 

Commissioner Ustinov agreed, commenting that, as he 
understood it, important mectings of the SCC were now 
being held on the shores of Lake Geneva. 


Commissioner Graybeal agreed and declared the meeting 
adjourned. 


Attachment: As Stated 
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STATEMENT BY COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL 


June 17, 1971 


1. Mr. Commissioner, I Si under instructions to 
inform you that the U.S. Government desires that the 
Procedures Governing Replacement, Dismantling or 
Destruction, and Notification Thereof for Strategic 
Offensive Arms and for ABM Systems and Their Components 
be initialed by Commissioners here in Geneva, and 


signed at the forthcoming Moscow Summit. 


2. <At this time, I have no guidance concerning 
the U.S. Government's preference regarding who would 
sign these procedures in Moscow. TI am instructed to 
initial the completed procedures no later than Tuesday, 
June 18th, if possible, and to return to Washington 


Wednesday, June 19, 1974, 


3. As you know the Washington review of the JDTs, 
preliminarily agreed by Commissioners, June 5, 1974, 


has been completed. There are no major problems. 
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I am prepared to proceed with our work, and to resolve 
Para, III.2 of the procedures for strategic offensive 
arms along the lines we have been discussing. With 
resolution of this paragraph, we could initial the 
documents here in Geneva; this would certify that the 
texts are authentic and prepared for final signature 


at the forthcoming Moscow Summit. 
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US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
Meeting, June 5, 197!: 


soviet Mission, Geneva 


Persons Present: 


- Mr. Graybeal “Brig. Gen. Ustinov 
Brig. Gen. Georgi. Mr. Karpov 
Col. (Ret.) FitzGerald Mr, Yereskovsky 
Cdr. Atkinson Col. Belyanin 
Lt. Col. DeSimone Capt. Kuznetsov 
It. Cdr. Martin Mr. Marchuk 
Mr. Burrell (Interpreter) 


Mr. Arensburger 
(Interpreter) 


ec et nate et i NR i tt RN i eet nnn 


Commissioner Ustinov opened the meeting at 12:30 p.m. and 


gave the floor to Mr. Graybeal. 


Commissioner Graybeal said that before turning to substantive 
business he would like to introduce Mr. Lawrence Burrell, whom 

the Soviet side had kindly agreed to invite to today's meeting as 
weli as to the luncheon which was to follow. As the members of 
the Soviet Component no doubt knew, Mr. Burrell has worked very 
closely with Mr. Krimer and Mr. Arensburger on both SALT and Scc 
business for several years, and appreciated the opportunity to 
attend a mecting,. 


Graybeal then said that once again, in exchanging two 
documents today, we were taking a very important step in con- 
nection with working out the procedures called for by the Interim 
Agreement and the ABM Treaty. The first document was the Joint 
Draft Text, preliminarily agreed by Commissioners as of June ere 
1974, of Procedures Governing Replacement, Dismantling or 
Destruction, and Notification Thereof, for Strategic Offensive 
Arms. Graybeal stated that he had been informed that the language 
of this document had been conformed, and represented agreement 
between Commissioners on the complete document with the exception 
of the wording for Para, ITI.2 which still needed to be worked 
out. The second document, he said, was the Joint Draft Text, 
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preliminarily agreed by Commissioners as of June 5, 1974), of 
Procedures Governing, Replacement, Dismantling or Destruction, 
and Notification Thereof, for ABM Systems and their Components. 
This document nad also been conformed in its Russian and English 
versions, and was a complete document. 


Graybeal said that at this time he would like to present to 
Ustinov the English language texts of the two documents he had 
just described (Attachment No. 1 and No. 2). 


Commissioner Ustinov, reading from a prepared text, said that 
our Executive Secretaries, Col. FitzGerald and Mr. Yereskovsky, 
had done a lot of work in a short time’ by preparing the prelimi- 
narily agreed texts of the Protocol and Procedures for both 
strategic offensive arms and ABM systems. He wanted to express 
his great satisfaction with the work that they had done and with 
the results achieved. He hoped that within the next few days the 
last question which remained unagrecd between Commissioners 
would be resolved on a mutually acceptable basis. Ustinov con- 
cluded by stating that he agreed that these Joint Draft Texts 
should be considered preliminarily agreed by Commissioners as of 
June 5, 1974, and added that they would be sent to Moscow for 
review today. He then passed to Graybeal a copy of the Russian 
on text of each of the two documents (Attachment No. 3 and 
No. . 


Mr. Graybeal said he fully endorsed Ustinov's comments with 
respect to the work done by our Executive Secretaries. He stated 
that he, likewise, would be transmitting the texts to Washington 
today for final review prior to signature. 


General Ustinov said that since we had planned lunch 
together following this meeting, he thought we could probably 
adjourn the meeting, which had been very successful and produc- 


tive, and turn to the real substantive business of lunch. 


Mr. Graybeal agreed. 


General Ustinov declared the meeting adjourned at 12:45 p.m. 


Attachments: 
i. English, JDT of Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms, 
June 5, 1974 
2. English, JDT of Procedures for ABM Systems, June 5, 1974. 
3. Russian, JDT of Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms, 
June 5, 1974 
4, Russian, JDT of Procedures for Abe Systems, June 5, 1974 


Drafted “ese . iineoued by: sNraybeatf 
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Joint Draft Text * 


Prelimina irily Agreed 
by Commissioners 


June 5, 1974 — 


STANDING CONSULIATIVE COMMISSION 


/ PRO'NOCOL 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING 


OR DESTRUCTION, AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF , 


FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


Pursuant to the provisions and in implementation of 
the Interim Agreement betwcen the United States of America 
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on Certain 
Measures with Respect to the Limitation of Strategic 
offensive Arms of ‘May 26, 1972, the Protocol thereto, and 


the Agreed Statements regarding that Agreement, the Parties 


thereto have within the framework of the Standing Consultative 


Commission agreed upon procedures governing replacement, 
dismantling or destruction, and notification thereof, for 
strategic offensive arms limited by that Interim Agreement, 
as formulated in the Attachment hereto which constitutes an 


integral part of this Provocol. 


The Parties have also agreed on the following general 


guidelines: 
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1. The attached Procedures shall apply only to 
systems to be replaced and dismantled or destroyed 


pursuant to the provisions of the Interim Agreement; 


2, Any replacement of intercontinental ballistic 


missile (ICBM) launchers or ballistic-missile submarines 


and submarine-launched ballistic missile (SLBM) launchers 
shall be on the basis of Articles III and IV of the 
Interim Agreement, the Protocol thereto, and applicable 


Agreed Statements; 


3. Dismantling or destruction procedures for ICBM 
launchers and associated facilities and for ballistic- 
missile submarines and SLBM launchers shall ensure that 
they would be put in a condition that precludes the 
possibility of their use for launching ICBMs or SLBMs , 
respectively; shall ensure that reactivation of units 
dismantled or destroyed would be detectable by national 
technical means; shall be such that reactivation time of 
those units would not be substantially less than the time 
required for new construction; and shall preclude 


unreasonable delays in dismantling or destruction; 
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4, tismantling or'destruction procedures shall be 
formulated separately for soft and for silo land-based 
ICBM launchers as well as for ballistic-missile submarines 


and SLBM launchers; 


5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction procedures 
a, 
shall ensure that adequate verification can be accomplished 
by national technical means in accordance with Article V 


of the Interim Agreement; 


6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance with 
the attached Procedures, facilities remaining at land-bascd 
ICBM launch sites, and submarines, may, at the discretion 
of the Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent with 
the provisions of the Interim Agreement and the Protocol 


thereto; 


7. Through timely and appropriate procedures, the 
Parties shall notify each other of the number and type 
of launchers on which dismantling or destruction has been 
completed and is in process, and of the number of launchers 


used for replacement; and 
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8. The number of replacement ballistic-missile 
submarines which are under construction simultaneously 
shall not exceed a number consistent with a normal construction 
schedulc. A normal construction schedule is understood ts 
be one consistent with the past or present construction 


practices of cach Party. es 


This Protocol and the attached Procedures shall enter 
into force upon signature of this Protocol and remain in 
force for the duration of the Interim Agreement, and may 
be amended by the Standing Consultative Commission as it 


deems appropriate. 


Done at Geneva on _ » in two copies, each in 


the English and Russian Janguages, both texts being equally 


authentic. 


Commissioner, Commissioner, 
United States of Union of Soviet Socialist 
America Republics 
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ATTACHMENT 


. 


STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTIOI., 


AND NOTIFICATION THEREOr, FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 
i. General 


1. Within the limits of the levels established for each 
Party, launchers for land-based intercontinental ballistic 
missiles (ICBMs) of older types, deployed prior to 1964, 
launchers for ballistic missiles on any nuclear-powered 
submarines, and launchers for modern ballistic missiles on 
diescl submarines may be replaced by launchers for ballistic 


missiles on modern nuclear-powered submarines, 


2. Modern submarine-launched ballistit missiles are 
for the United States, missiles installed in all nuclear- 
powered submarines; for the Soviet Union, missiles of the 
type installed in nuclear-powered submarines made opera- 
ones since 1965; and for both Parties, submarine-launched 
ballistic missiles first flight-tested since 1965 and 


installed in any submarine, regardless of type. 
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3. Launchers for olccr ballistic missiles on dicse. 
submarines may not be used for the replacement purposes 
provided for in the Protocol to the Interim Agreement on 
Certain Measures with Respect to the Limitation of Strategic 


Offensive Arms. 


1. Dismantling or destruction: of replaced launchers 


shall be initiated no later than the date of the beginning 

of sea trials of a replacement submarine. Initiation of any 
of the actions in Section II below shall constitute initiation 
of dismantling or destruction of an ICBM launcher. Initiation 
of any of the actions in Section III below shall constitute 


initiation of dismantling or destruction of a ballistic- 


-mMissile submarine or SLBM launcher. 


5. The beginning of sea trials of a replacement ballistic-. 
missile submarine shall be the date on which such a submarine 
first operates under its own power away from the harbor or 
port in which the construction or fitting out of the submarine 


was performed. 


6. Notification of dismantling or destruction of 
ICBM launchers and launchers for ballistic missiles on 
submarines, being replaced, shall be given by the Parties 


twice annually at the beginning of regular sessions of 
SECRET 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


Approved For RgJease 2004/01/21. : CIAsRDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


“" 


yo 


the Standing Consultative Commission, reflecting the actual 
status as of the beginning of that session of the Commission 
and covering the period since the last report in the 


Commission. The notification shall contain: 


(a) the number and type of ICBM launchers (soft or 
silo ICBM launcher), deployed prior to 19644, and the number 
of launchers for ballistic missiles on submarines, on which 


dismantling or destruction has been completed and is in 


process; 


(b) the number of leunchers for ballistic missiles 


on replacement submarines which have begun sea trials; and 


(c) the number of ICBM launchers and launchers for 
ballistic missiles on submarines, out of the number 
dismantled or destroyed, which have been replaced by 
launchers for ballistic missiles on modern nuclear-powered 


submarines. 


fs kach Party may on a voluntary basis add other 
information to the notifications if it considers such infor- 
mation necessary to assure confidence in compliance with the 


obligations assumed under the Interim Agreement. 
SECRET — 
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Ti. Procedures For Dismantling or Destruction of Land-Rasea 


YT DA 


1. In all cases the following actions shall be accom- 


plished in carrying out dismantling or destruction: 


(a) removal from the launch site of the supply of 
Gy. 
missiles and their components, warheads, and mobile 


equipment; and 


(b) dismantling of fixed launch equipment, erecting 
and handling equipment, and propellant-handling equipment, 
associated with the launcher and located at the launch site, 
and removal of all dismantled equipment from the launch 
site. Launch equipment is understood to be systems, com- 


ponents, and instruments reguired to launch a missile. 


2. in the case of soft launch sites, in addition to 
the actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions 


shall be performed: 


(a) areas of the launch pads centered on the launch 
stand and at least 20 meters in diameter and missile launch 
control posts (bunkers) shall be made unusable by dismantling 
or destruction; 

(bp) fucl storage tanks shall be dismantled and removed 
from the launch site; and 
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(c) debris of destroyed areas of Launch pads and 
of missile launch control posts (bunkers), and the fuel 
storage tank foundations may be removed, and, after six 
months, the places where they were located may be covered 


with earth. 


3. In the case of silo launch sites, in addition to 
the actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions 


shall be performed: 


(a) silo doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas ducting, 
Jaunch tubes, and silo headworks shall be dismantled or 
destroyed, and dismentled components shall be removed 


from the Launch site; and 


(bo) after the actions provided for in sub-paragraph (a) 
above have been accomplished, the silos shall remain open ior 
a period of six months, after which they may be filled with 


earth. 


4, After dismantling or destruction has been accomplished 
in accordance with the above procedures, facilities remaining 
at ICBM launch sites shall not be used for storage, support, 

or launch of ICBMs but ee at the discretion of the Parties, 


be used for purposes not inconsistent with the provisions 


of the Interim Agreement and the Protocol thercto. 
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5, Dismantling or destruction of replaced ICBM 


launchers shall be completed no later than four months 


after the replacement submarine begins sea trials. 


IIl. Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of Pallisticr 


Missile Submarines and SLAM Launchers Replaced by 


New Ballistic-Nissile Submarines and SLM Launchers 


1; The following procedures, to be- performed im “che 
open, from which each Party may choose, are acceptable for 
dismantling or destruction of ballistic-missile submarines 


and SLBM launchers: 


(a) scrapping the submarine and its launchers. 


Scrapping shall involve extensive disassembly; 
(b) removing the submarine's missile section; 


(c) dismantling of ballistic-missile launchers on 
older nuclear-powered submarines on which the upper parts 
of missile launch tubes protrude into the fairwater may 
also be accomplished by removing the missile launch tubes 
together with the fairwater and those parts of the outer 
hull and pressure hull above the missile section which 
contain all of the penetrations for the missile launch 


tubes. 
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The pressure hull and outer hull may be restored by 
>A welding into place new sections without missile launch 

tube penetrations or missile hatches. The sail and deck 
may be modified in such « way that the submarine remains 
seaworthy. 

fe. Ballistic-missile submarine and SLBM launcher 
dismantling shall be accomplished ms major shipyards, 
locatet!l in designated areas, where ship construction, 


' 1 
FLtV ne -out,.-6Or major overhaul is. .carried outs s 


fo. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ballistic- 
missile submarines, carried out in accordance with the 


specified procedures, shall be accomplished in designated 


areas.7” 
ay 
3. Under any dismantling option, launch-tube hatches 
shall be left open throughout the entire period of dismantling, 
and missiles and missile-launching equipment shall be removed. 
4. <Any of the foregoing actions shall be completed no 
later than six months after the replacement submarine begins 
sea trials. 
1 , 
Proposed by U.S. side. 
e Proposed by Soviet side. 
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IV. Procedures for Replacement of a Ballistic-Wissiie 


Submarine Lost at Sei or Disabled Beyond Repair 


4 


In the event that a ballistic-missile submarine is. Lost 
at sea or disabled beyond repaix, such a submarine may be 
replaced by another ballistic-missile submarine in accordance 


with the following: a 


(a) notification of the loss or disablement shall be 
made to the other Party in the Standing Consultative 


Commission; 


(b) the number of launchers on the replacement ballistic- 


missile submarine shall not cause the total number of launchers 


- to exceed that authorized in the Interim Agreement and the 


Protocol thereto; and 


(c) the disabled ballistic-missile submarine shall 
be dismantled or destroyed in accordance with Section III 


of these Procedures. 
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STANDING CONSULIALTVE COMMISS TON 


PROMOCOL 


PROCHDURES GOVERNING RMPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING 


OR DESTRUCTION, AND NOVTIPFICATION THEREOF, 


FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENT'S 


Pursuant to the provisions and in implementation of 
the Treaty betweon the United States of America and the 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the Limitation of 


Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems of May 26, 1972, and the 


Agreed Statements regarding that Treaty, the Parties thereto 


have within the framework of the Standing Consultative 
Commission agreed upon procedures governing replacement, 
dismantling or destruction, and notification thereof, for 
ABM systems and their components limited by that Treaty, 
as formulated in the Attachment hereto which constitutes 


an integral part of this Protocol. 


wy 


The Parties have also agreed on the following general 


guidelines: 
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i. The attached Frocedurcs shall apply only to 
systems or their components to be replaced and dismantled 


or destroyed pursuant to the provisions of the Treaty; 


2. Any replacement of ABM systems or their components 
shall be on the basis of Article VIE of the Treaty and 
applicable Agreed Statements ; dismantling or destruction 
of ABM systems or their components in excess of the 
“numbers or outside the areas specified by the Treaty 
shall be on the basis of Article VIII of the Treaty and 


applicable Agreed Statements; 


3. Dismantling or destruction procedures for ABM 
systems or their components, related to implementation 
of the provisions of Article VII regarding replacement 
of those systems or their components and Article VIII of 
the Treaty, shall ensure that those systems or their 
components and facilities associated with those components, 
except for facilitics at test ranges, would be put in a 
condition that precludes the possibility of their use for 
ABM purposes; shall ensure that reactivation of units 
dismantled or destroyed would be detectable by national 
technical means; shall be such that reactivation time of 
those units would not be substantially less than the time 
required for new construction; and shall preclude 


unreasonable delays in dismantling or destruction; 
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4, Replacement and dismantling or destruction 
procedures shall be formulated separately for above- 


ground and silo ABM launchers and for ABM radars; 


5S. Replacement and dismantling or destruction 
procedures shall ensure that adequate verification can 
be accomplished by national technical means iin accordance 


with Article XTI of the Treaty; 


6, After dismantling or destruction in accordance 
with the attached Procedures, facilities remaining at 
ABM launch or ABM radar sites may, at the discretion of 
the Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent with 
the provisions of the Treaty and applicable Agreed 


Statements; and 


7. Through timely and appropriate procedures, the 
Parties shall notify each other of the number and type 
(above-ground or silo) of ABM launchers and of the number 
of ABM radars on which dismantling or destruction has been 
completed and is in process, and of the number of ABM 


launchers and ABM radars used for replacement. 


SECRET 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T004354600400010001-2 


alles 


This Protocol and the attached Procedures shall 
enter into force upon signature of this Protocol and 
remain in force for the duration of the Treaty, and 


may be amended by the Standing Consultative Commission 


as it deems appropriate. 


Done at Geneva on ss ———ss—i«ss«Cins« two copies, each 


in the Fnglish and Russian languages, both texts being 


equally authentic. 


Commissioner, Commissioner, 
United States of Union of Soviet Socialist 
America Republics 
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ASUACTIMENT 


OoTANDT NG _CONS Ue if AT. f Vit COMM fi ea TON 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, 
AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, 


FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND 'THETR COMPONENTS 


Tt. Fxeess APM Tauncners at Test Ranges 


i. Above-ground launchers and associated equipment 
shall be removed from the sites, and the entire part of 
the launch pad containing the launcher mount and reinforce- 
ments shall be dismantled or destroyed. Launch-pad debris 
may be removed and after six months the location covered 


with earth. 


2. Silo launchers shall be made unusable by 
dismantling or destruction of their above-ground structures 
and headworks, and removal of launcher rails. Silo-launcher. 
debris may be removed and after six months the silos may 


be filled with carth. 


3. The dismantling or destruction actions described 
in paragraphs 1 and @ shall be completed no later than 


three months after their initiation. 
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ABM launchers at test ranses may, at the discretion of 
Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent with che 
provisions of the Treaty on the Limitation of ABM Systems, 


and applicable Agreed Statements. 


5. Notification of the comptetion of the activities 
provided for in paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be given in the 
Standing Consultative Commission twice annually reflecting 
the actual status as of the beginning of a regular session 


of the Commission. 
IT. ABM Facilities at Malms trom 


1. Metal reinforcing rods on radar buildings shall 


be cut off. 


2. Radar buildings for which wall construction had 
commenced shall be left uncovered in their uncompleted state 


for six months,after which they may be covered with earth. 


3. Launcher factlities and radar buildings for which 
only foundations had been completed shall be covered with 


earth. 
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N. Earth grading of the entire areca shall be 


accomplished and construction materials removed. 


5. Dismantling or destruction activities shall be 
initiated no later than six months after agreement on 


these Procedures. 


G. Notification that the above activities have 


been completed shall be given in the Standing 


Consultative Commission. 
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HvCneDALebHO CoTacos: 
Tpencvapireatan 


Do Woun 1974rona 


leer CoBMeCTHOrO MpoeKra, 


MOCTOAHHAA KUNCY..bTATUBHAS KOMUCCHA 
HPOTOKOU .. 


MPONETYPH, PETYAUPYiulli® BAWRHY, TEMONTAN Wal YHMGTOXERME 
ft YBEROWAGHUE 0 marae CTPATED WACK HACTYTIA TH bHDIX 
e ME 


B CooreerCrBuu C MOOKCHMAMM MB OGYWeCTBUeHMe BpeweHHOro 
cOrmaweHvA mexny Cow3s0m CopercKux ConmanucTmueciux PecnyOiMK 
CoeqMHeHHHMK Wratamu AMepuKv O HCKOTOPHX Mepax B OOnacTU orpa~ 
WuUGHMA CLpateCTMucCKUX HaCTyMATebHHX BOOPYKCHMM of 26 man 
{ve roga, IIportokona KH HeMy, a Tanke CorjacoBaNHNx 3aXdBUeHM 2B 
CBASH C stum CorjameHuem yuacTByolue B HUX CTOpOHH, B paMKax 
NOCTOHHHOM KOHCYubYATUBHOM KOMMCCMM, CoTmaculuch o mpouerypax, 
peryiMpyouux BaMeHy, ACMOHTAX MAM YHWUTOKeCHME MU yBeOMUcHME O 
HUX, WIA CTpareruwueckux HACTYMATCIBHUX BOOPyHEHM, OTPaHMUeCHHHX 
atumM BpeMeHHHM COTalleHMeM, Kak OHM ChopMymMpoBann B IMpwaoxenuu 
K HacCTonmemy [IpotoKouy, KOTOpOe ABUIACLCA HEOTBEMIEMOM uacrSw oToO- 
ro [lporornoua. 

CLOPONH COTWACHNMCh TaKKE O CHELyWUMX OOMMX pyKOBOAAWMX nO 
WORCHMAX 2 

I. [lpwnaracmue Npouezypu MpwumMeuAWTCH TONBKO B OTHOWeHUH 
CpeuCTB, SaMCHACMEX HM ZEMOHTMpyCMEX UUM yYHUYTOKACMHX B COOTBET= 
CLBUM C MOWOKCHMAMM BpeMeuHorTo CorualcHiaA 

2. JOGA SAMCHA MYCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK MCKKOHTMHEHTANBHHX Oar 
IMCTMUECKMX paket (MBP) Wun MOZBOTHHX NOTOK C OajnucTnueCKUMN 
PAKeTAMM MW MyYCKOBHX yYCTaHOBOK OanuMCTMYSCKMX paket NOZBOTHHX 


CekpewrTtuo 
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HOROK (SP Mi) ocywectuurercH Ha ccHopaHi Crarei ll u LY Bpe 
HOTO CoPpuamenif, potoxona K HOMy, @ Take CooTBercrEyomux Co~ - 
THACOBGHHUX SanBeHuy; 

Se IIPOWeAypH PEMOHTAKA WK YEMULONGHHA MyCKOBUX yCTAHOROE 
MBP M OSHOCREMXCR K HWM COOPYHeHWH, &@ Take NOZBOZHHX NOZOK C 
O@MIMCLHUCCKHMU PAakeTAanl WH MyCkowpux ycTanopok bP Ii odecneunpanor 
TIpMBEACHHE MX B COCTOAHME, MCHWUANIICC BOBMOKHOCTSH WCHONSSORINMA 
MX Wu MyCkon CoorpercrBenno WbP Gnu BP ili; oOeCneumbantT BOSMOR- 
HOCTS OOHAPYNGHUA MOBTOPHOTO PasSBCPTHLAHMA ACMOHTUPOBAHHHX hut 
YHMUTOREHHHX CTMHUW NAUMONAADHHMM TeXHMMCCKMMM CpcaCTBAaMU; ABAA- 
TCH TAXMMM, UTO BPEMA, HEOOXOAMMOC AA MOBTOPHOTO pasBepTNBaHNA 
OTUX CMM, HE OHIO OH BHAUMTECIBHO MCHDWeC, UM BpeCMA, HeOOxony- 
MOG WIH HOROFO CTPOMTeNbCTBA; a TakNC UCKNNHYANT HeEOMpaBAaHHLe 
BaNepKH. B ACMOHTAKeG HIM VHMUTOMCHMM; 

4, [pouenypu ACMOHTAKAa KAM YHMUYOMeHUA GOPMyAlipywrcn orzeIb~ 
HO AA HESAWMUCHHEX M ANA WaXTHHX TyCKOBHX yCTaHOBOK MbP HaseMHo= 
TO O€3MpOBaHMA, Q@ TANK TA NOPBOAHUX WOOK C CaunMermuecuMME 
pakeramMu WM MycHoBnx yeTanopor bP Ili; 

O. [pomenypi BaMet M AeMOHTAKa MNM yHMUTOKeRMA OOeCneuNBaNT 
BOSMOHHOCTB COOTBETCTBYWIELO HOHTPOUA HAMMOHABHHMN TeXHMUeECHMau 
CpecCrBaMM B CooTBeTCTBuMu co Crarbe Y BpemeHHoro corjameHun; 

6. Tlocne eMOHTaKa WIM YHMUTOKGHMA, MpOoBeAeHHOTO B CoOoTBeET=— 
CTBMM C NpuilaracmbMu MIpouenzypamMu, CoopyxeHua, ocrawuyleca Ha crap- 
TOBHX MOsuunAx MBP Ha3seMHOTO OasMpOBaHWiA, a Take NOZBORHHE OTK 
MOTYT MO yCMOTpeHIO CTOPOH MCHOMB3OBATECA WIA uecnel, He npoTMBO- 
pewallux NONOxeHMAM BpemMeHHOrTO Coruamenua mu Tpotonoma x HeMy; 

7, TlocpegctBoM CBOCBpeMCHHHX mM COOTBETCTByWMUx Ipoueazyp 
CLOPOHE] yBCZOMIAWT Apyr Apyra oO KOnMueCTBe uM Tue yCKOBHX 
YCLAHOBOK, HA& KOTOPHX ACMOHVTAK WIM YHMYTOMCHME BABEDIICHH u 
HaxOAAICH B CTauhu OCyileCTRICHMA, a Take O KONMUeCTBC MYCKOBHX 
YCT@HOBOK, MCNONbSOBANHHX AIA 3aMeHb: 

8. KoqMuuccTBo NOABOAHHX WOAOK C OanmucTMuecKuMu paketaun, 
OAHOBPCMCHHO HAxXODAuMXCA B TOCTpollke Mm npenHasHAYeHHEX B KAaUCCTBE 
SaMCHL, HE OyAeT NpeBnlarh KOMMUcCTBA, COBMeCTMMOTO Cc HOPMABHEM 
Ppapukom crpoureuscrBa. [lon HOpManbuLIM Tpadukom crpourenbersa 
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NOHMMACTCA Tpanuk, COBMCCTMHHEM C MpowOh MW HUNCWHCH mpanruroti 
CrPOMLTEULCTBA Y Ka“AOM ms Cropou, 
Hactonmu Mpotokon u rtowmiaraempe Ilponezyps BCrynawr B Ghuiy 
C MOMEHTGA MOAMMCAaHMA ganioro [lpovokosia M OCTaWrCA B Clune Ha ne=- 
poy wenctBua BpemMeHHoro Ccoruamenua, “ MloctosHHad KOHCyubTa- 
TMBHOH KOMMCCMA MOKET NO CBOGHY YCMOTPCHMIO BHOCMUTS B HX MOmpaB- 
Ke 


CoBepleHo roga B Tropowe NeHeBe B ABYX 


SKSCMIMIAPAX, KAMAHA HA PYCCHOM M @HTRMHCKOM ABHHAX, mpMuen 
00a TeKCTA MMCNWT OF.HAKOBYI CMay. > 
IipegacraBurejs Iipeqcrapurens 
Coosa Copercuux Coumanuernuecnux - CocauHeHHHx [lraros 
Peciyouinn AmMepuxu 
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TOCTOAHHAS KOHCYIbTa THBHAA KOMMCC: A 
IPOURIYPH, PEPYAUPYOUMWE SAMENY, DEMOHTAM Will YHVMTONEINUE 
Mt YEEAOMIFHAE O HMX, ju CLPA'TETHYECKMX HACTYNATEABHBIX 
BOOPY HUD 


J. Oowwe | PS 

I. JH B3aMeHLI HA NyCKOBHeE yCTAHOBKM OanmMcrMueCumMx paket 
COBPCMCHHNX ATOMHLX MOABOAHEX JOZOK, B Mpezeuax ypoBuell, yoru 
HOBJICHHHX 7JiA Kakyoh us CropoH, MOryT Wicmoub3s0BaTBCA MyCKOBHE 
YCTAHOBKM MOMKOHTUMHCHTAABAMX Oanuucrwueckux paneT (wbP) HaseMHO- 
TO OA3MPOBailuA CTapyx TunoB, pasBepHytyx wo 1964 roma, NycKoBHe 
YCTAHOBKM OaUNUCTUUCCKUX PAKeLT MWOWX ATOMHEX MOABOZHHX MOOK, a 
TAKKE IyCKOBHG yCTQHOBKM COBPeMCHHHX OaNMCTMYeCKMX paker ANZeb- 
HHX NOABONHUX NOZOK. 

2. COBPCMCHHLIMU OasiMCTMUECKMMM PAKeTAMM MOZBOAHHX JOZOK 
CuMraurcA: wma Coe MHeHHEx MtaroB ~ paket, yCTAHOBIGHHHS Ha 
BCCX ATOMHHX NOABOAHHX MOAKaxX; Ain CopercKoro Cowsa - pakeTH TOTO 
TUNA, KOTOPLIC yCTAHOBJCHH Ha ALTOMHUX MOABOAHUX NOZKAX, BBCTCHHEIX 
B OoeBOM CocTaB mocne [965 Toya; a TakKxe JNA OOeMx CropoH - G6amnu- 
CTMUCCKUE P&KCTH MOABOTHHX JIOJOK, BICPBLIC MpoMCcAUMe NeETHEe MCTIE— 

TAaHMA mocne [955 Toma HW yCTaHOBIeHHHe Ha NNOOK noyzBOAHOK nogZKe 

HE8aBUCUMO OT ee TMM. | 

3. IlyCKOBHe yCTAHOBKM CTapHxX OalIMCTMUueCKUxX pakeT Ha AZMBeIb- 
HEX MOABOZHHX NOAKAX HE MOTYT MCMOUL30BATbCA TIA Wene 3aMeHH, 
IpeAyCMOTpeHHHX Iporoonom HR BpeMeHHOMYy COTNaleHM O HEKOTOPEHX 
MepaX B OOMACTM OPPaHW4eHMA CTparermueCHUx HAaCTyNAaTeNBHHX BOOpY- 
CHUM 

4, JlCMOHTAK MIM YHUULONCHMe BAMCHACMHX MyCKOBEX yCTAHOBOK 
HAUMHACTCH Hie NMOaMHEe FaThl HAYaIUA MOPECXOAHHX MCHpTAaHUuM monBOAHON 
JOAKU, MpeAHABSHAUCHNOM B KaUveCTBeE BaMeHE. Hayanom ZeMOHTaxa Mau 
YHUUTOKEHUA MyCKOBOh yCTaHoBEM MBP aBiaercA Hauano BEMOUHeHKA 
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moooro H3 MeEPONpMnvuh, yRasayHyx Huxe B Paayede Il, Haganom ge- 
MOHTAKA HUM YHMUVOMCHMA MOABOWNOH wOAKu C OamuuCTMyeCKHMN pake~ 
TaMi MHOO MyCKOBOK yCTanosKku bP Tl ABNACTCA Hayao BHNOLHCHIA 
WWOOTO HB MEPONPHATUN, YKASaHHEX Hime B Pasyemne Il. 

5. HauaucM MOpPeXOUUNX UACHHTAHMA NMOZBOAHOM noAKM C OannucTu~ 
UCCKUMA PAKCTAMU, IPCHHABSHAYSHHOM B KAUCCIBE BAMECHEN, ABIACTCA 
mata, KOA Takan MOABODHAA -lOTKA BNEPBUe COBEpMWaecT NIABAHME 
CBOHM XOZOM BHE TABAHM WIM NMopta, TAC MpoHsBOAMNUCL Moctpoura 
UNM OCHANCHMG MOABOTHON NOTKU. 

6. JBCAOMICHHE O FZEMOHTAKe WIM yHUGTOKCHUM 3aMeHACMHX 
NyCKOBUX YCTAHOBOK MBP WM MyCKOBLX yCTAHOBOK OaNAMCTRMUCCHUX paKet 
MOMBOLHUX OZOK MpOMSBOANTCA CropouaMii apa papa B Tog B HaYame 
PeOTYyAApPHEX Ceccuh NTOCTOAHHOM KOHCYIBTALTABHOM KOMMCGCHM MO MaKTli- 
YUeCKOMY COCTOHHMN HA Havalo Waniow cecchh Komuccwu 3a meplog co 
BPCMCHHM TOCNCZHETO YBCTOMICHMA, MpeycTaBneHHoro B Komuccuu. B 
YBCAOMNEHUM YKABNBAWTCA: 

a) KOMMUCCTBO WM TMM yCKOBLX yCTaHoBox MBP. (He3samumenuasl 
WIM WaxtHAaA MyckoBan yetanospia MBP), pasBepHytx go 1964 roga, 

Mo KOUMUCCTBO MYCKOBHX yCTAHOBOK OaJJIMCTMYCCKUX PAKET MODBODHEX 
JiOZOK, HA KOTOPHX ZEMOHTAK MIU YHMUTOKEHKMC BABEDPIISHH WM HAXOANTCA 
B CTaqun OCylWCCTBICHKA, 

Db) KouMUCCTBO NyCKOBHX yCTAHOBOM OaMIMCEMUeCKMX paket Ha 
NOMBODHLUX WOMAKAX, KOLOPHE HAUAIM MOPEXOAHNG WCHHTAHMA uM mpej~ 
HASHAUGHH B HaUeCCTBE B3aMCHH; M 

C) KOMMUCCTBO NYCKOBHX yCTaHoOBOK MbP wu nyCKOBHX yCTaAHOBOK 
OANIMCTMUCCKMX PAKCT MOZBOAHHX NOOK U3 UiCNa REMOHTMPOBAHHHX 
Wil YHMULOKEHHEX, KOTOPHE ONAM MCNOWL30LaAHH ZA BAaMeHE Ha 
NYCKOBLE yCTAHOBKM OaANNMCTMUCCKMX PAaKeET COBPCMCHHHX ALOMHHX 
NOABOAUHX MOOK. 

7. Kangan CtopoHa MOkeT Ha ZOGPOROULHOM OCHOBe ZONOMHATS 
YBEZOMICHMA APYIUMU CBCDEHMAMM, CCN OHA COUTET, UTO OHM HEOOKO- 
AMM AIA OOCCHEUCHMA YBEPCHHOCTM B BHIMOWHCHMM MpMHATHX mo Bpe- 
MCHHOMY CODJIAlMeCHMlI0 OOABATENLCTB. 


CekRpertuHa 
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TYCHO BEIM Vous 

J. Bo BCex CHyUanX TPM MpOBCHCHHU ACMOHTAKA UNM yHMUTONeHMA 
BLIMORHANWICH ClezyWUMe MePOMpHATUA: 

a) yaeHue CO CTapToBoli NOBHUMM sanaca paxer WM Mx KoRMO~ 
HEHTOB, TONOBENX UacTCh MW MOUBMKHOTO OGODyAOBaNMA; 

) QOMOHTAX CTauMONAapHOTO MyCKOBOLO OGOPyAOBAHMA, MOWbEMHO~ 
{PpANCHOPTHOTO OUVOPyYAORaHHA WU BaNpABOUNOTO OCOOPyAOBAHMA, CBSA 
HOTO C MyCKOBOM yCTanoBKol W HAXOZAWMeETOCA HA CTAPTOBOH MORKIKE, 
@ TAKE YHANEHMS BCeTO ACMOUTMpOoBaHHOTO OGOpyZOBAaHMA CO CrapTo- 
BOM MosuyMu. Tod myckonsr: OOopyZOBaHMeM NOHMMabDTCA CHC rem, 
KOMMOHEHTH M MpMOOphl, HEOGXOAMMLIC DNA NPOBSCHMA NyCka pakeTh. 

2. 3 OTHOWCHMM HeBaiKifeHHHX CTApTOBHX MOBMUH B TONOUHERME 
KH MEPONPMAYMAM, NepeuuCAeHMIM B MyHRTe 1, ocywecrBuAWTCA CHenyH— 
We MePONpWATKaAs 

a) YYACTHM CTAPTOBHX MuOWayOK WMAMeTpOM MO MeHBUct MEDC B 
20 Me@LpoOB C HEHTPOM, HAaXOAAWMMCA Ha CTAPTOBOM Crone, W MyHKTH 
(OYHKGPH) YIpaBCHUA TIYCKOM pakeT MpuBoyATCH B HeNpuroyHoe WIA 
MCMOJb30BQHMH COCTOHHMS NyTom FeMOHTAKA WIM paspyleHun; 

5) eMkoCrlM ANA XPaHCHMA TOMTMBA BWEMOHTMPYyWTCH uM yrasWTCHA 
CO CTapTOBOn MosMmuu; u 

C) OOMOMKM PaSPYWEHHEX yUACTHOB CrapTOBHX mloWanon M MyHMTOB 
(OyYHKCPOB) yupaBCHMA MyCKOM pakeT, a TakKe @yuqaMeHTH emKoCTeChi 
AIA XPAHCHMA TOMIMBA MOTYT ObTb yAasleHbl, & MO UCTCUeCHMM mwectu 
MECHHeCB MECva, TAC OHM HAXOLMIMCL, MOTYT OLITS BaCHMAHH BeMuel. 

3. B OTHOWCHMM WaXTHUX CfrapfoBNX NMOsMulii, B ZoMoNHeHKe 
MGPONPUATMAM, M@€PCUMCHeCHHLi: B IyHkTe I, oCywecrBinAwrcn cnhenzynuue 
MCPOMpUATUA: 

Q) SAlMTHHC Kp WaxT, PCIBCH BauMTHEX Kp, TASOOTBOZHHG | 
KaH@sIb, WAXTHHC CTAKAHH WM OTOMOBKM Waxs ACMOHTMpywrcaA “nu 
YUMUTONAOTCH, & YCMOHTMPOBAHHHE KOMMOHEHTH yaNAwWECA Co crapTo— 
BOM NO3..Mu; u 

f) mocue mpopejenuA Meponpuntuh, nmpezycmMoTpeHHHX Bue B 
ROAMYHHTe "a", WaAXTh OCTABUANWTCA OTKPHTHMM B TeUeHMe IeCTH MmeCcA— 
eB, HOCH UCTO MOTYT OHTh 3aChMaHl seme. 
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4, [locne OCyweCTBReHiA JCMOHTaXa Mi YHVUTOXCHMA B Coot} 
BCICTBHN C BUWEYKASAHKEMH MpOUORyPanl COOpyHeHMA, OCTAWMMOCH Ha 
CTAPTOBUX MOSHUMAX MbP, HE HCNCALSYNTCA AIA xpaHeHMA, oOCcIyEeH- 
BaHMA HIM mycCka MP, HO Moryr oO yoMoTpeHID CTOPOH WCMOAbROBETh- 
CH AIA Uelew, HE MpOTMBOPCUAMMX MONONGHHAM BpeMeHnOTO COPiducHha 
W [[poroKojia KH HeMy. 

O. JCMOHTAY WAN YHMUTOMeHME BaMeCHAeMUX MyCKOBHX yCTAHOBOE 
MbP saBepmactca HE MOBKe, UCM wepes wewipe MeCAHya mOCie Havana 
MOPCXOZHHX HCMUTAHW NoZBOTNOM NOWKM, MpewHasHaucHHot B Kavectne 
3aMCHh. 

I, [poucaypa ZeMOnVTaka WM YHUUTONeHYA MOmBORUHX 


TOGOK C CAINNCTIVECKUNY DEKETAMIT 1 ates a 
yerauoBon bP Il, “Baise El 


HOUR C Oan nhc riecorn y 
yetauosiain BP WT 


I. (mf ZeMOnTaxa MAN YUKUTOMEHUA ILONBOZHNX NOOK C Gann 
CTHUGCKYUMM pakeTaMaM M MycKonyx yerauosox BP Ti mpuemnemym aABIA- 
TCH CHETYWUNEG MpOUSAypU, OCYUWeCTBIAeMES Now OTKPLTHM HeOOM, 

M3 HOTOPHX Kannan M3 CrOpoH MOweT gwemaTb BHOODp: 

a) IPeBpaWeHMe B METANNONOM MOABOAHOM WOUKM M ee ityCHOBHX 
YC©aHOBOK. IpeBpaleHve B MCYANNONOM IpexyCMarpuBacl HAaNWTanbHyw 
pasoopKy; 

Db) yaaneuve paketHoro orceka noyBozHOK nogKu; 

C) AeMOHTAaN IyCKOBHX yCTA@HOBOH OaJWMIMCTMYECKMX paKeT CTapHX 
QTOMHBX MOUBOMHEHX JIOZOK, Y KOTOPHX BCPXHME waCLM PakeTHHX MyCKo= 
BEX WaxT BUXOYAT B OPpakweHve waxT, MOKeT OCYLCCTBRATSCA TaKKe 
TyTeM CHHTMA pPaKeETHHX MyCKOBHX WaxT BMeECTe C OTrpamyeHMemM waxt 
Mo TCMM YaClHMM WEPKOTO WM MpOuHOTO KOPMyCOB HAN pakeTHELi OTCEXOM, 
B KOLOPHX HAXOANTCA BCG BUXODM PAKCTHHX MyCKOBHX WaxT, 

pout Hopnyc WM meruuh KOpmyc Mory.s OUTS BOCCTAHOBMEHH 
HyseM BBA@PUBGHVA HOBHX CeHUMi, He UMCWWMX BUXOZOB pakeTHHX myc- 
KOBE Waxt M PakeTHLX MOKOB. Orpakneuue pyOKu uM nany6a moryt 
OTS MOAMOGMNMpOBAHL TAaKMM OOpasoM, UTOOH COxpaHANMCh MOPEXOZHHE | 
KAUECTBA MOTBORHOM TOAKM. 


Segue | 
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f 2. JicMOHTAR NOZBOAKLM WOTGK C C&MNHCTNUECKMUM paKeranu 
Mo myCkoBHxX yoranopox bP Ti MpOHSBOAMTCH Ha HAXOUAWNXCH B yKaA3aH— 
HHX PaWVOHAX KDYMHUX BepOHX, Ha KOTOPEX OCYHECTRIIAGTCH CTPOMTE1b— 
CLBO, OCHAHOHUC MIM KaNWTAuLUsi peMonr cyn0B./ 

fd. JOMOHTAX UNM YHRUTOMCHMC BAMCHACMHX MOZBOZUNX TOAOK 
C OAMNMCTMUCCKAMA PAaKeTaHM, OCYWECTBAHEMHE B COOTBOTCTBHN C 
NGPCUMCHEHUBMH MpOUCAypatkh, MpOWSBOTTTCH B YKABAHHEX paronax, /- 

3. lip THOOM 4B BapWaHTOB JeMOHTAKA AWK MyCKOBHX waxT 
OCTANTCH OTHPHTHMU B TCUGHME BCeTO MepkoOTa TFEMOHTaXxA, a paKeT: 
M OSOPYAOBAHWG FA MyCKa paket yzaNAWTCst. 

4, Jj0O0O0G i838 YEH@3aHHHNX PHC Me@POMpPMATINM SaBEpMaeTCA He To3Ke 
UCM Yepes WECTh MeCAyeR Moche Havana MODEXORHHX WCMUTAHMA Ton- 
BONO WOK, MpeTHAasSHaUucHHCH B HaueCfBe BaMCHH. 


IY. [[ponezypn sameun Dompomnoli nomeM C OanuucrMuecHnit 


Dakota, © TOMUOWEe!. ee MODE Ti _ TA TIO} NVGMBMEN _HORDCHA C: 


ACK ING AIO! itste) j OMOHT 


B TOM Cllyuae, CCIM NOABODHAN nOTKA C OaNNMCTMUeCKMUM pake.aMy 
THOHET B MOPe MAM NOyuact NOBPSHTEHC, UCKMOUAaNIIee PeMOHT, ‘20 
TAKAA NONBOFHAA OTKA MOET OHTL 3aMeHeHa UpyTou MOZBOAHOK ORKOL 
C OaIMUCTMYCCKMMM PakeCTAaMM B COOTBETCTBUM C HMKECHERyNUMN: 

a) Zpyran Cropoua yBegzomunercn B llocrosnnoti ROBO HB Ee DARN Oe 
KOMMCCMM O THOCIM Mnu noBpexaeHMn; 

D) KONMUCCTBO MyCKOBX yCTAHOBOK Ha MOABOANO nOomKe.c San 
AMCTMUCCKUMM PakeTaMU, MpeAHASHAUCHHO B KaUeCTBE BaMCHE, HC 
NPHBOAMT KH MPCBLINCHIMO OOWETO KOMMUECTBA MYCKOBHX yCvaHOBOK, pa3s~ 
pemenHoro Bpemenupm cormaucHuem u [potoxonom x HeMy; u 

C) MOBPCXTCHNAA NOBOARAA TOAKA C OaIMCTMYeCKUMN paKe TAN 
ACMOHTUpyercn WIM YHMUTOKaeTCAH B CoofBeTcrBum ¢ Pasyenom Il Ha- 
CTOAWMX llpouenyp. 


i » bed 
Iipeznowenne AMC PUKAHCKOM CTOPOHH. 
IIpequoxeHwe CoBeTCcKoh CropoHn. 
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deket CORMeCrHOroO MpOSsKT 
TINS ABAPAGSTBHO, Conecoe 
Bua li péncraparensmu 

oO Mona LOVE Po7a 


TeOWOKOu 


POLLY bbl , Puly AMP Y Onl & SAMMAY ~~ TemOHTAR ALU J HMOs HIE 
Vi y Be OMJEHME O HUX, 0A Chiotad f PO Ww UX KOMNOHEHTOS 


B COOTBETCTBUM C NOMOMOHMAMM M B OcymectTBNeHNMe JoroBopa 
Mexay Cowsom CopercKux Commanucruuccuux lecnyOnun wu CoennHe Hin 
mu Uitatamu AmepwkM 06 orpasMueHuu cuctTeN mpoTuBopaKeTHOf oGopo- 
HH OT 26 Man IS72 Toma uw COPTmaCOBaHHHX 3anBACHM B CBABU C BTkM 
{loropopom yuactByioume B Hem CroponH, B pamKax locrosHuct KOHCYIb- 
TaTUByoli HOMMCCUM, COTRACMIMCh O Nponewypax, peryaupywmmx saneny, 
ACMOHTAx WIM YHMUTOKEHME WM ysBéyOMNeHMe O HMX, ZA cuctem PO nu | 
WX KOMMOHEHTOB, OFPaHWYCHHHX atum Jloropopom, Kak OHM chopmynupo= 
Banh B IlpunomeHud K HacTOauemy [lporoKony, KoTOpoe ABACTCH HEOTDEM- 
JGMOH uactbw stToro IlpotoKona, . 

CLOPOHH COPMaCuAMCh Takue O CNeTywoUMx oOuNx PyKOBOTAWMX 
NONOMGHMAXS 

I. Wpunaraemue Ilpouexypy upMmcHAwTCA TOMBEO B OTHOUeHHU 
CUCTCM MIM WX KOMNOHCHTOB, SUMCHACMHX M ACMOHTMPYEMEX MIM yHuU- 
TOHACMBIX B COOTLCTCTBUM C TONOMeHUAMM llorozopa; 

2» Ji0O0an 3ameHa cuctem IlPO unu wx KOMMOHCHTOB OCYMECT BIE TC A 
Ha OCHOBaHMM Cratau Jl Zorozopa, a Taxwe coorsercTBynlux 
CoPmacoBaHHHx B3aABICHMA; ACMOHTax uw yHYUTOReHMe cuctem TIPO nan 
Mx KOMNONCHTOB CBCDX KOAMYUCCTB MIM BHeE palioHOB, ompezeneHHux 
Jlorosopom, OCYIICCTBIAHETCA Ha OCHOBaHMu Cratbu Yili Jorosopa n 
COOTBETCTBYUUX COPMaCOBaHHbxX BaABICHMMs: 


oe @ eC P eTHO 


slat GE! E 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


: | | et 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435AQ90400010001-2 

o. HpouezypH JeMouraxa uuu yNuutouenua cucteu TPO MAM x 
KOMMCHEHTOB, CBASQHHHC C OGyHeCraicHwen nonomenuh Cratau YM -- 
B OTHOUWCHMU BaMGHH BTUX CHGTCM UM UX KOMMOH6HTOB wu Crarau Yi 
Aorozopa, Odecney“BanT wpMBeASHMe OTMX CHCTeM MM wx KOMMmOHe 
TOB, 8 TaKxe OTHOGHIMXCH K ‘STM KOMMOHCHTaM GOOPYHxeHME, 3a 
UCHNHUCHMEM COODYKCHHM HA MCNHTATONbDHNX NONMrOHAax, B COCTOHHLE, 
UCKINOUaWIeS BOSMOKHOCTH MCMONESOBaHMA Mx B Lemax IPOs; o6ecne— 
UMBANT BOSMOMHOCTE OOHAPYHGHMA HAUMOHQABHHMU TEXKMYSCKUNMI 
CPCACTBAMM MOBTOPHOTO PaSBEDTHBAHMA DZEMOHTMPOBAHHEX Wau yHuv~ 
TOMCHHEX CHMHMI3 ABIAWTCH TYKUMM, YTO BPeMA, HeCOOxonMMOe ANA 
NOBTOPHOTO PasBePTHBAHMA STMxX EJMHUU, HO ONO Ob BHAYMTENLHO 
MCHBIG, UCM BDCMA, HEOOXOAMMOG JIMH HOBOTO CTPOMTENBCTBA; a 
Take UCKZOYUAWT HEOMPABA@HHe 3a 7€PMKM B ZCMOHTaxe MAH yHuuTo- 
HOHMY 

a. llpoucazypH 8aMeHy u nemouvasa WIM YHWUTOMCHMA Mopwynupy- 
WICH OTZENLUO TNA HASCMHEIX WM WaXTHHX MYCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK MmpoTu~ 
BOpakeT WM ANA panuonoKalMoHNnx cranuum IPO; 

Se Upolenzypy SaMeHH M ZeMOHTaxa MIM yANUTOKMeHMA OOecneun- 
BaWT BOSMORHOCTH COOTBETCTBYINMETO KOHTPONH HA@UMOHANBHEMU TexXHve 
YCCKMMM CDCACTBaMM B cooTBercTBuM co Cratpeh Xl Jorosopa; 

G. tloche ReMOHTama UNM YHMYTONCHMA, MpOBEZCHHOTO B COOT™ 
BCTCTBUM C lipunaraempmu [lpoyenypamu, cOopymeeHua, ocTawiuecs 
HQ CTapTOBHX MOsmuMAx PO wum Ha NOBSMUMAX PaaMONOKALMOHHHX GTaH- 
yu PO, mory? m0 ycmoTpenmw CropoH ucTOMB30BaTBCA ANA veel, 
HG MpoTMBopeualux nonoKxenvam Aoropopa uM coorBetcrsywuux Cornea~ 
COB@HHEIX BAABNICHUMS NM 

7. HlocpezcrTBom CBOCBPeMCHHHX M COOTBeTCTBYWINx npouensyp 
CTOPOHH YBeAOMIAWT ZpPyr apyra oO KomMueCTBe u tume ( HaseMHa sl 
MIM WaXTHAH) NyCKOBLX YCTAHOBOK MpoTMBOpaker wm O KosMUeCTBE 
DagvonokayMouHEX cTanumh UPO, Ha KOTOpHX ACMOHTaR MIM yHUUTORe- 
HMC SaBCPIGHH M H@XOZATCA B CTANMM OCYWECTBICHMA, a Take O 
KOJMUCCTBE IlyCKOBHX yCTAHOBOK MpOTMBOpaKer u pa WMOOKANMOHHEX 
cTaHumh IPO, ucnonb3s0BaHubx UIA 3aMCHB. 

C ek pe TH o 


ira ei a 8 2.9 


SOAP 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


Approved For Relgase 2004/01/2* : GIA-RDP80T00435AQ90400010001-2 


actos Uporoxo® u Rpusaracmye Mpouery pu BCOTYNANT B 
Chilly C MOMGHTG NMOANMCaHvA Paxhoro Upotoxona w ocrantca 8B GMae 
Ha Tlepmoy AeucrBiun Lorovops, nw locroagsas KOHC YIbTaTMRHAA 
KOMMCCUA MOMCT TO GBOCMY YeMOTPSHMH BEOCMTB B BMX MOMpaBKM. 

JOBE PUeHO T'oy4 B TOpoge HexeBe B ABYX 
SHSCMIMIAPAX, H@HTNM HA PySCKCM H GHIIMMCKOM ABHHaX, IPNWeM 
00a TCKCTA MMCWT OAMHAKOBYH CuIy. 


IIpencTaBure ES lpeac TaBuTens 
Consa CosetcKux Coumanuctugecnux COCAMHCHHEX liTaTOB 
Peony Omux Awepmeu 
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IPALOH HIS 
NOCVORHE AR KOC VAD TAT BE fi KOmuC CHA 


(TPOnray Phi. Pe SPY aMLEY wily TUGOWTB an WAM YRWUTOREHS Vi 
J MMOL “HAG O HX, didin CLES TPO KW UX “2OMMOrHRTOR 


se HVGKOBHE NCTAHOSKH MHOTHe opaket Ha VMCUBTAT CAE HEX 


UOJ) OHEX CBEDe Wore AL OBIGHH:: ral KCHMYCCTB 


I. tlasemHse MyCKOBBC YCTAHOBKM W OTHOGAWeeCH K HMM odepyqo- 
RBaHMC YZARAWTCA GO CTAPTOBNX NOBMUM, 4 BCA WaCTE eTapTosoh nyjio~ 
Wank, SAHMMEGMAA CTOWKON MyCKOBOH YCTAHOBKM M apMaTypoki, mcMou- 
TMpyeTCA Wim paspyuaetcH. OioMKM crapToBol nnomaaxu moryT OnTS 
JHaCHH, G@ MO MCTCUCHMUM WECTH MECHOGB ATO MECTO MOXET OTB BaGH~ 
M@HO 3eMush. 

ae haxTHHe NyCKOBHE YCT@HOBKM MpMBOAATCA B HeMpurogzHoe 
AU UCTORBSORGHUA COCTOAHME NyYTeM TCMOHTAxa MIM yHUUTOReHMA 
WX HAMSCMHUX ROHCTPYHUMM WM OTOMOBKOB, a Takee MyTemM yoanenua 
Halpabmanlux. OONOMKM WaxTHUX MYCKOBHX yCTaHOROK MOTyt OHTB 
YHaANCHb, QA NO UCTCUCHMM MECTM MECAUCB WaxTH MOTYT OHTE 
SaCHNaHH BSeEMmeh. 

3. YKA3aHHbie B MyHRTax I uw 2 mcponpuarua mo QeMOHTaRYy WaM 
JHUYTORCHMO SabCplanTCH HE MO3aKe, YeM YeHes TDM meCHUa Cc MOMCH- 
Ta MX Hauana. 

4. COOPYHCHUA, OTHOCAIMEGH K JCMOHTApPOBALHHM wa VHUYTORCH= 
HOM NYCKOBHM YCT@HOBKAM IIpofuBopaket Ha UMCIHTAaTeIbHNX NORMTOHaX, 
MOTYT NO yCMOTpeHM CTOPOH ucnOmbsoBalbeA ANA uemeli, He mpoTuBO- 
peyauux NOWOKCHUAM JLOTOBOpa OO orpaHMueHuu cuctem TPO u coor- 
BeTcTBylwux COPLaCOBAHHUX BaABICHUME. 

Oe JYHEZOMMCHNG O BSQBeCPUCHUM MepompunTuH, pe AYCMOT PCHHEX 
B NyHKTax I uM 2, Mpousspoyutca Bb lloctrosppo KOHC YIbTaTUBHO 
KOMUCCHM BBA pasa Bb TOZ MO WakTMYeCCKOMY COCTOAHMI Ha HaUano 
perylapHoh ceccum Komuccun, 


CekKpeTHO 
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I. MeTanumuecKve CTOURKM apMatypH sfaHmi PIC cpesanrca. 

@ OMAN PC, DIA KOTeDNX Guo yee HaugTO BOSBEeZEMHe CTeH, 
OGTABIANTCAH HGIPMKDHTHMH B WX HOSGREPWEHHOM COCTOAIMM B TeUeHNe 
WMeCTH MECHUGB, NOCHE YCrO ObM MOPTYT ObITL 34GhHnauH 3enmeli. 

Ge COOPYRCHMA ZA NYCKCBUX YCTA@HOBOK, a Take sylanua Lic, 
AH KOTOPLX OWI BSABCPWCHE CTPOMTCMLCTBOM AMS GyYHZAMeHTR, 
BSaCHMaNICH 3ensen. : 

4, OCYIECTBIACTCH paBpaBHMBaHMe MOUBH Ha BCeM yuacTKe, 

Q CTPOMTCIDHHE MATepMah YTaNAWTCA. ,, 

5. PasotH NO TGMOHTAXY MEH YHWUTOMeHYN HaUMHaWTCA HE 
NOSKE, UCM YCHEs WCCTh MECHHes WOCMe GOLMAaCOBaHUA HaCTORMEN 
Npoueayp. 

6. JBCHONMEHME O BAaBeEpPUCHUM BwweyKasaHHHxX MepoNpNATUA mpo- 
M3SBORUTCH B ILOCTOAHHOWM KOHCYADTaTUBHO KOMUCCUN. 


G 6-H pe. a0 
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US / USSR STANDING GONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
Meeting, dune 4, 1974 


Soviet Mission. Geneva 


Persons Present 


Mr. Graybeal brig. Gen. Ustinov 

Brig. Gen, Georgi 7 ‘Mr, Karpov 

Col. (Ret.) FitzGerald . Mr. Yereskovsky 

-Mr, Anderson Col. Belyanin 

Cdr, Atkinson Capt. Kuznetsov 

Lt, Col. DeSimone Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter) 

Lt. Car. Martin Capt. Korobchenko 

Mr, Arensburger (Militer ‘y Interpreter) 
(Interpreter) 

Commissioner Ustinov opened the meeting by weicoming the 


U.S. Component, and gave the floor to Mr. Graybeal. 


Commissioner Graybeal said that the working Group on 
NotifTcation, under the able leadersnip of Deputy Commissioner 
Karpov and Georgi, had again demonstrated our ability to 
resolve very complex issucs. We said it was his understanding 
that agreement had been reached in the Working Group on wording 
for the various sections in the two Protocols and Procedures 
dealing with notification. ‘The text of those paragraphs ha: 
been conformed by our Executive Secretaries, and he believed 
they could be considered "preliminarily agreed by Commissioners. 
Graybeal then provided Ustinov with a copy of the English- 
language text of those paragraphs (Attachment No. 1). 


General Ustinov thanked Graybeal, and, reading from a pre 
pared text, said that the Working Group under Deputy cite foneee 
Georgi and Karpov had completed its assigned task of working out 
mutually agreed formulations with respect to notification 
yesterday, June 3, and noted the appropriate four paragraph 
numbers. He said that we should express our gratitude to the 
Working Group for the successful completion of its work on the 
complex subject of notification, which had appeared to be one 

of our most difficult problems. He stated that like Graybeal, 

he believed that the formulations presented today could be con- 
sidered preliminarily agreed by Commissioners, with the usuel 
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understandins, that either side could introduce changes or 
amendments if it were conmsit¢ered necessary. With that, he 
handed over to Graybeal a cepy of the Russian-lansuage text 
(Attachnrient No. 2). 


Mr. Graybeal said that - he thought this was a significen: 
milestone on the road towaré working cut the mutually agreed 
proredures called for by the ABM Treaty and the [Interim Agrecment 
and,its Protocol. Through the efforts of the Working Group, he 
said, we have achieved solutions in the net interest of both our 
countries. 

He concluded by stating that the U.S. side had no further 
comments or statements to meke this morning. 


General Ustinov said he fully shared Graybeal's opinicn that 
the work done in the Working Group was a considerable success in 
our mutual work; it facilitated to a significant degree success- 


ful completion of the procedures for dismantling or destruction 


“with respect to both strategic offensive arms and ABM systems 


and other components. 


He said the Soviet side had nothing additional for 
this morning's meeting either, and suggested that it be 
adjourned and that the Commissioners and their deputies con- 
tinue their work in the informal post-meeting atmosphere. 


Mr. Graybeal accepted Ustinov's suggestion. 


General Ustinov adjourned the meeting at 11:25 a.m. 


Attachments: 


1. English-language text of notification paragraphs, 
June 4, 1974 

2. Rus sian- eeupugee text of MOG e ne On paragraphs, 
June 4, 1974 


Drafted by:l’PDeSimone:bd Approved by :SNGr&ybeal 
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MOY PTR CATION 


PROCEDURES FOR STRETEGTC OFPENSIVE ARMS 


Protocol, Paragranh / 


o 


7. ‘through timely end Aen honniaee procedures, the 
Parties shall notify each otner of the number and type of 
launchers on which dismantling or destruction has been 
completed and is in process, and of the number of lsunchers 


used for replacement; and 


Procedures, Paragraph 1.6 

6. Notification of dismantling or destruction of 
ICBM launchers and launchers for ballistic missiles on 
submarines, being replaced, shall be given by the Parties 
twice annually at the beginning of regular sessions of 
the Standing Consultative Commission, reflecting the actual 
status as of the beginning of that session of the Commission 
and covering the period since the last report in the 
Commission. The notification shall contain: 

(a) the number and type of ICBM launchers (soft or 
silo ICBM launcher), deployed prior to 1964, and the number 
of launchers for ballistic missiles on submarines, on which 


dismantling or destruction has been completed and is in 


Process; 
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(b) the number of taunchers for ballistic missiles 
on replaccment submerines;s which have begun sea trials; 

(c) the number of CBM launchers and launchers for 
ballistic missiles on submarines, out of the number 
Gismantied or destroyed, whicl nave been replaced by 
launchers for bellistic missiles on modern nuclear-powered 


submarines. 


PROCEDURES FOR APM SYSTEMS AND TEETR COMPONENTS 


Protocol, Paragraph 7 

7. Yhrough timely and appropriate procedures, the 
Parties shall notify each other of the number and type 
(above-ground or silo) of ABM launchers and of the number 
of ABM radars on which dismantling or destruction has been 
completed and is in process, and of the number of ABM 


launchers and ABM radars used for replacement. 


Procedures, Paragraph 1.5 

5. Notification of the completion of the activities 
provided for in paragraphs 1 and 2 shall. be given in the 
Standing Consultative Commission twice annually reflecting 
the actual status as of the beginning of a regular session 


of the Commission. 


SECRET 
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(Nobit Mication Paragraphs ) 


LGKGT GORMGCTHOTO mpoektTa, 
PE AsZ6PUuTEABHO COTMACOBAK- 
Hb lL peace ta BuvenANM 


4. mous Is'74 powa 


JED BUG 
Helly Pol Livi CTPA THT WHC MAX HACTINATH bAbix bOOPY AGH 


Upotoxon, Myxer '7 

ee Hlocpe7CTBOM CBOCBPEMPHHNX MW COOTBETCTBYWNNX mpoueLyp 
Cropony YBCHOMAAWT Apyr ApyTu O KonMuccwse WM THNe MyCcKOBUX 
YCTAHOBOK, HA KOTOPHX ZEMOHTaX MAM YHMUTOMEHMC BaBEPIeHH i 
HaxOWATCH B CTAANM OGYIeCTEIGHMA, @ TAaKKe O KOMMUeCTBE MyCKOBRX 
yCTAHOBOK, MGMONDSOBQHHHX wis B3aMeCHHS U 
Upouenypp, Paszen T, MyxxT 6 

6. JBCZOMACHUC O ACHOHTAKC UNM YHUYTORCHMN 3aMeHAeMEXx 
NYCKOBHX yCTaHOBOK MbP MW NyCKOBHX ycTaHOBOKX Oansuc THYCCHUX 
paket NOABORHEX MOAOK MpousBonzuTca CrOpoHamMm ABa pa3a B TOA B 
HaYae PCLYNAHPHEX ceccu MlocTOMHHOM KONCYABTAaTMBHOM KomMCCHM 
lO @axrwueckouy COCTOAHMI Ha Hauano ZakHOm ceccum Kommccuu 3a 
Ne pwow CO BpGMeCHM NOCTeAHeETO yBeAOMICHMA, MpeACTaBNEHHOLO B 
Kommccuu. B yBeyzomncuuu YHA 3LiBalwtca : 

a) HOMYCCTBO M TMM IMyCKOBHX yoTaHoBCK MBP ( He 3allulle HHaAn 
Uwid WaxtHan MyCcKOBan yCTaHoBKa MbP), pasBpepHytTHx go I964 roza, 
M KOMMUCCTBO MYCKOBHX YCT@HOBOK OanNUCTMYCCKUX paket MOZBOZHEX 
HOZOK, Ha KOTOPHX ACMOHTax UNM YHUUTOMC HMC B8aBEPWCHH M HaXOAATCA 
B CTAAMM OCYMeCTBICHUAS 

D) KOJMUCCTBO NYCKOBHX YCTA@HOBOK OaniMcTMuecCKMUX pakeT Ha 
OJ, BO 7ApRLOyEM For Release 2004/0 114112 GIA-RORBOTORASRA NAB 400040004 -27 ne 7 


HASHQUGHL B K@UCCTLG BaMeHE? 
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C) KOUMUCCTBO MyYCKOBHX yCvaHoBOK HbP mM MyCKOBHX yC?TaHORox 
OaIMCTHUCCKUX PakeT NOABOMINX NOOK Ws wncna AOMOHTMPOBAHENX 
iil VHRGTOMCHHBIX, KOTOPHS OMIM LCNOUDSOBAHH JIN BAaMCHH HA 
NYCKOBHS yCT@HOBKM OannucTwmieCcKux panes COBDCMGHHHX QPOMHMHX 
NOUBOMHNX MOMOK. 

TPOMRUY PH TA CHCTEM MPO lH WX KOMMOHEHTOB 


Tpotokou, myHer 7 
¢. Hocpezc?s30M CBOCBPeNGHHHX M COOTBETCTBYyWUMX npouenyp 
CTOPOHH yBeOMIANT pyr Apyra oO KoMuECTBe uM THNE (HaseMHan 


WAM WaXTHAN) MyCKOBHX yCTAHCBOH MpOTMBOpakeET M O KOMMUECTBE 


PAAMOMOKANHMOHNHX CTanmmia IPO, Ha KOTODpEX JGMOHTAK MIM yHUUTOKS- 


HMG 38abepmneHh u HaXOAATCA B CLlamquu OCYISCTBICHHA, a TaHike Oo 
KOUMYECIBE IYCKOBHX yCTAHOBOK TPOTMBOPaker WU pazMOMOKANMOHHEX 


CTaHnMa TPO, WCnOMbS0BAHHEHX JIA BaMeHL. 


lponemypy, Pasnen I, myer 5_ 

Oo. JYBCROMICHMe O 3sapepmeHnu MCPOMDMATHMA, npezycMorpeHuyx 
B MyHHTax I u 2, IpOMsBOANTCH B [lOCTOAHHOM KOHNCyNETAaTuBHOL 
KOMLCCMM mBa pasa B roy MO @akrvueckomMy COCTORHMM Ha Hauaso 


perynapHom ceccuu Komuccun,. 
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SCC 
Session LIT 
A~240O 


US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


Meeting, May 28, 1974 
Soviet Mission, Geneva 


Persons Present: 


Mr. Graybeal Brig. Gen. Ustinov 

Brig. Gen. Georgi Mr. Karpov 

Col (Ret.) FitzGerald - Mr. Yereskovsky 

Mr. Anderson Col, Belyanin 

Cdr. Atkinson Capt. Kuznetsov 

Lt. Col. DeSimone Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter) 
Lt. Cdr. Martin Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter) 
Mr. Smith Capt. Korobchenko 

Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter) (Military Interpreter) 


é 


Commissioner Ustinov welcomed the US Component and opened 
the meeting. He then stated that the Working Group which had been 
established to consider "naval matters" had completed its work 


-with respect to reaching agreement on an Agreed Interpretation 


of Some Terms Pertaining to the Dismantling of Ballistic-Missile 
Submarines and SLBM Launchers. He said this work had been done 
in accordance with the provisions of Para. 7 of the SCC Regula- 
tions, with the goal of ensuring uniform understanding by both 
sides of those terms. The Soviet Component proceeds from the 
premise that the document which has been worked out and agreed 
upon is an internal SCC document which must be entered into the 
record of today's meeting. Ustinov concluded by proposing that 
he and Graybeal initial the document, which had been done in two 
copies each in the English and Russian languages, both copies 
being equally authentic. 


Commissioner Graybeal said that he was in complete agreement 
with Ustinov's statement. He believed that the work of the 
Working Group on the "Agreed Interpretations of Some Terms” had 
been a useful exercise, and that in accord with Para. 7 of the 
Regulations, it should be entered into the record of SCC pro- 
ceedings. He said he was prepared to initial the document. 
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The SCC Commissioners initialed the documents and exchanged 
them in accord with normal procedures (Attachment No. Aye 


Mr. Graybeal, having been given the floor by Ustinov, 
delivered his prepared comments on Para. 1, Section IIT of the 
offensive Procedures (Attachment No. 2). 


General Ustinov said that he fully agreed with the compli- 
ment Graybeal had paid to the Chairmen and the members of the 
Working Group, and with his evaluation of the work which had 
been done, specifically with respect to the agreement achieved 
on Para. “LII.1 of the offensive Procedures. He stated that he 
also agreed with Graybeal's remark that we appeared to be nearing 
completion of the work required to accomplish our task in con- 
nection with the "naval issues." 


On the question of Para. III.4, he said, we had two formula- 
tions on the table--the Soviet proposal of May 10 and the US 
proposal of May 17. He hoped that the Soviet side would soon 
be able to comment on that US proposal, which was currently being 
given most careful consideration. 


However, he concluded, in addition to the problem remaining 
in Section III, we had a no less important problem, and in the 
Soviet view a more complex one, before us. He said he was 
referring to the notification issue, which was reflected in 
Para. 7 of both Protocols and in Para. 1.6 and Para. 1.5 of the 
offensive Procedures and ABM Procedures respectively. He said 
the Soviet side, on May 14, had proposed a formulation for 
Para. 6 of the offensive Procedures, and he hoped the US side 
would soon be able to comment on this Soviet proposal so that 
our work could move forward. 


Mr. Graybeal said that he did, indeed, have some comments 
to make on that Soviet proposal concerning notification pro- 
cedures, and delivered his prepared comments (Attachment No. coe 
He also tabled the US Working Document containing proposed 
language for the paragraphs on notification in both sets of 
Procedures (Attachment No. 4). 


General Ustinov said that the Soviet side had listened with 
most careful attention to Graybeal's statement and proposal 
with respect to notification, and that they would be studied 
most carefully. He said he would like to propose, to accelerate 
work on this problem, that we utilize the good experience we 
had had in the Working Group on SLBM submarine and launcher 
dismantling or destruction, and establish a working group to 
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study notification questions and find mutually acceptable 
solutions. By doing so, we could gain time, he said, and he 
thought that General Georgi and Mr. Karpov would not decline 
to head up such a working group. 


Mr. Graybeal stated that he would give careful study to the 
proposal to establish a working group, and respond at an early 
time. He said that though we certainly recognized the capabil- 
ities of our Deputy Commissioners, it was his belief that there 
was still some unfinished work with respect to Section III. He 
was not certain that we would want to burden Karpov and Georgi 
with an additional task; as an alternative, perhaps he, 
Graybeal, and Ustinov could sit down and work the notification 
problem. In any case, he said, we would be in touch through our 
Executive Secretaries concerning Ustinov's proposal. 


General Ustinov agreed with that approach, said that the 
Soviet side had no additional matters to bring up, and asked 
whether the US side had any other business. 


Mr. Graybeal said that he had nothing further for this 
morning's meeting. 


General Ustinov said he thought that the next meeting of 
the SCG could be scheduled after the US side had decided upon 
its response to his proposal for establishing a working group. 
However, should we decide that the next meeting would be an 
SCC meeting, that would take place on Friday, May 31. 


Mr. Graybeal agreed. 


General Ustinov adjourned the meeting at 11:50 a.m. 


Attachments: 


1. Agreed Interpretation of Some Terms Pertaining to the 
Dismantling of Ballistic-Missile Submarines and SLBM 
Launchers, Agreed by Commissioners, May 28, 1974, Geneva 

2, Commissioner Graybeal's Comments on Section III, Para. 1 
of Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms 

a Commissioner Graybeal's Comments on Notification 

. US Working Document on Notification Procedures 


Drafted 2 Approved by :SNGraybeal 
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COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL'S COMMENTS - SECTION III, 
PARA, 1 OF PROCEDURES: FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


May 28, 1974 


1. Mr. Commissioner, on May 3, 1974, we established 
a Working Group to work out procedures for dismantling or 
destruction of ballistic-missile submarines and SLBM 
launchers and to clarify terminology associated with 
these procedures. Today, we have completed agreement 
on the terminology and exchanged documents thereon for 
the record. I am advised that the Working Group has 
made significant progress on resolving the "naval issues" 


in Section III. 


2. It is my understanding that the Working Group 
has effectively reached agreement on Section III, Para. 1. 
In this connection, it is recognized that final agreement 
on Section III, Para. 1 is contingent upon resolving 
Section III, Para. 4 along the lines proposed by the 
U.S. side on May 17, 1974. 
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3. Mr. Commissioner, Section III, paragraph 1 
provides for three alternative procedures from which 


each Party may choose for dismantling or destruction 


. of ballistic-missile submarines and SLBM launchers, 


Should either side choose to implement the procedure 

in Para. 1(b) calling for the removal of the submarine's 
missile section, it is understood that if the missile 
section is to be replaced, it will not be replaced by 

a new section of similar dimensions; any replacement 
section must be significantly shorter in overall length 
than the missile section it replaces. Similarly, in 
implementing the procedures in Para. l(c) it is understood 
that the dimensions and profile of any modified sail will 


be distinguishably different from those of the fairwater 


which was removed. 


4, Mr. Commissioner, with the positive results 
being achieved in the Working Group, we appear to be 
nearing agreement on all the "naval issues" reflected 
in Section III. When we have reached agreement on Section III 
we will also have agreement on Section I, Para. 2, and thus 


on all aspects of the procedures for strategic offensive 
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arms and for ABM systems and their components "Preliminarily 


' except for those aspects dealing 


Agreed by Commissioners,' 
with notification. I want to compliment the Chairmen and 
the Soviet and U.S. members of the Working Group on both 

the constructive manner in which they approached the problem 


and the results achieved to date. 
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COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL'S COMMENTS - NOTIFICATION 
“May 28, 1974 


i. Mr. Commissioner, as a result of a great amount 
of work done by both Components of the SCC involving 
direct, frank and businesslike discussions at all levels, 
we appear to be nearing successful resolution of our 
assigned task of working out the mutually agreed procedures 
called for by the ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement 
and. its Protocol with the exception of one major area -- 


namely, notification. 


2. Timely notification is recognized by both sides 
as a required part of the procedures for replacement, 
dismantling or destruction, and notification thereof, for 
strategic offensive arms and for ABM systems and their 
components. This is reflected in Agreed Statement "K" 


to the Interim Agreement. 


Ir 
3. Mr. Commissioner, I must again make absolutely 
clear that the United States considers that certain prior 


notification measures would promote the implementation of 
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the provisions and objectives of the ABM Treaty and the 
Interim Agreement by reducing potential misunderstandings 
and uncertainties, wound enhance the viability of these 
and future arms limitation agreements, and thereby 
contribute to continued improved relations between our 

two countries. The U.S. side believes that prior notifica- 
sien would result in significant benefits at little or no 
cost or effort, and at no risk to the security interests 


of either side. 


4, The Soviet side has not addressed the substance 
of the various U.S. proposals; rather, it has continually 
stated that any form of prior notification is unacceptable 
as a matter of principle. In my view, this has resulted 
in disappointing exchanges on the subject of notification, 
particularly when compared with the in-depth, direct and 
frank exchanges we have had on other subjects. The Soviet 
side has not engaged in direct and frank exchanges on the 
essence or substance of the various U.S. proposals on 


notification. 


Tilt 
5. Mr. Commissioner, the U.S. side has carefully 
reviewed Soviet statements and proposals involving 
notification, including the Soviet proposal of May 14 
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for Para, I.6 of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms. 
In the interest of finding a mutually acceptable solution 

to this one remaining issue, today I am tabling a Working 
Document of the U.S. SCC Component which fully takes into 
account the views and proposals of both sides, and provides 


a satisfactory solution to the overall notification problem. 
(Read and pass to Commissioner Ustinov Working Document. ) 


6. Mr. Commissioner, you will note hat: the new 
language for Para. I.6 incorporates proposals and formulations 
previously suggested by each side. Specifically, the U.S. 
side has made a aatee move toward a solution to the notifica- 
tion issue by dropping the requirement for reporting on the 
number of menlacencnt SLBM launchers on submarines which 
have been launched but have not yet begun sea trials. The 
U.S. side is willing to make this major change in Para. 1.6(b) 
provided the Soviet side accepts in principle the U.S. 
approach and proposed language for Para. 1.6(a) and for 


Para. ~ of the Protocol. 


7. You will aiso note that we have incorporated the 
Soviet proposal for Para. I.6(c), although we consider such 
reporting unnecessary and somewhat overlapping with that 


reporting called for in other portions of Para. 1.6. 
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8, You will also note that we have accepted Soviet- 
proposed language for Para. 1.5 of the Procedures for ABM 


Systems and Their Components. 


9. Mr. Commissioner, the U.S. side has made a 
significant move today; one which takes full account of 
Soviet views and proposals, and which is designed to provide 


a mutually acceptable solution to the one remaining issue. 
IV 


lO. Mr. Commissioner, the U.S. side has now removed 
from its proposed notification procedures all requirements 
for notification that could possibly be construed to be 
"prior notification." This U.S. proposal provides for a 
mutually acceptable solution to the notification issue in 


the Procedures we are currently charged with working out. 


11. Mr. Commissioner, I fail to understand the reluctance 
of the Soviet side to provide in these Procedures for an 
exchange of information that would help meet the objectives 
of the SCC by reducing misunderstandings and uncertainties. 
Although the U.S. side has made this move to facilitate 


agreement on the procedures we are charged with working out, 
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! notification measures are valuable in reducing potential 
misunderstandings and uncertainties and in enhancing 
the viability of existing and future arms limitation 
agreements. 
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Working Document of 
U.S. SCC Component 
May 28, 1974 


NOTIFICATION 


PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


Protocol, Paragraph 7. 


"7, Through timely and appropriate procedures, the 
Parties shall notify each other of the number and type of 
launchers on which dismantling or destruction is in process 


and the number of replacement launchers; and" 


Procedures, Paragraph I.6. 


"6, Notification of replacement and dismantling or 
destruction activities shall be given at the beginning of 
each regular session of the Standing Consultative Commission, 
reflecting their status as of the beginning of that session 
and covering the period since the last report in the Commis- 


sion. The notification shall contain: 


(a) For ICBM launchers deployed prior to 1964 
and for ballistic-missile launchers on older 
submarines, the number and type (silo ICBM 


launcher, soft ICBM launcher, or SLBM launcher) 
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on which dismantling or destruction is in 
process and the number and type on which 
disneneitne or destruction action has been 
completed since the last report in the 


Commission. 


(b) For replacement SLBM launchers, the number 
on submarines which have begun sea trials 


Since the last report in the Commission. 


(c) The number of ICBM and SLBM launchers, out 
of the number on which dismantling or 
destruction has been completed, which have 
been replaced by launchers for ballistic 
missiles on modern nuclear-powered submarines 


since the last report in the Commission." 


PROCEDURES FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THETR COMPONENTS 


Protocol, Paragraph 7 


"7, Through timely and appropriate procedures, the 
Parties shall notify each other of the number and type of 
ABM launchers and the number of ABM radars on which dis- 
manners or destruction is in process, and the number of 


replacement ABM launchers and ABM radars." 
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Procedures, Paragraph I.5 


"5, Notification of the completion of the activities 
provided for in paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be given in 


the Standing Consultative Commission twice annually 


‘reflecting the status as of the beginning of each regular 


session of the Commission," 
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Geneva . Agreed by Commissioners 
May 28, 1974 


STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSTON 


AGREED INTERPRETATION OF SOME TERMS PERTAINING TO THR 
DISMANTLING OF BALLISTIC-MISSILE SUBMARINES AND SLBM LAUNCHERS 

To ensure uniform understanding of some terms pertaining 
to the dismantling of ballistic-missile submarines and SLBM 
launchers, the Commissioners have agreed that, for the purposes 
of the provisions of Section-III of the Procedures for strategic 
ehfonsive-cras, the terms below shall mean: 

1. SATL - the structure above the outer hull which encloses 
the bridge, conning tower, and retractable devices (antennas, 
periscopes, etc.). : 

2, FAIRWATER ~ on submarines on which the upper parts of 
the missile launch tubes protrude into the enclosure which is 
adjacent to gaan extension of the sail, the fairwater is the 
structure above the outer hull which immediately encloses the 
missile launch tubes. 

3. SUPERSTRUCTURE - on submarines on which the upper parts 
of the missile launch tubes do not protrude into the fairwater, 
the superstructure is the structure above the outer hull which 
encloses the missile launch tubes protruding out of the pressure 
hull. | 

4, LAUNCH TUBE - the cylindrical structure which is welded 
to the pressure hull and encloses the missile, including the 


complete missile launcher. 
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CerkpertuHo 


: I. .MeEHEBA Cormaconano Ilpezt rasurenann 
_ 2 man IS74 pona 


NOCTOHHHAR KOHCYBTAYMBHAA KOMICCH 
COIMACOAHHOE LOLKOBAHME HeKOTOPUX VRPMUHOB OTHOCALMXCH 


K AeHOHLARY TOABOWABK MOPOX C SAMAUCTAURCRIMG PARETA i 
i iYCKOBaX YCUAROBOK BP [i 


B yenax oOecneueHuaA 6 AuHOOOpa 3sHOTO NOHMMAHMA HEKOTOPHX 
TCPMMHOB, OTHOCAIMXCH HK JCMOHTaxY MONBOAHHX TONOK C OannuctHH— 
| YOCKUMU pakeTama W NycKOBHX yoTaHoBoK BP Il, Upezcrapuvenu co- 
MI@CMIUCh, YTO NPMMCHMTeCISHO K WonOMeHMAM Paszena Li llpouezyp 


MO cTparerMyecKum HaCTyNaTCIBHHM BOOPyYXeCHIAM HMC CULE Ty iollMe 


I 


TE PMUHE OsHAuanT: 


I. OPPAWARHME PYDKM ~ coopynenue Hay, JCTKMM KOpnycom, 
KOTOpoe OPpaxzaeT MOCTURK, OoeByw pPyOKY u BHABIEHHC yerpolicrsa 


(@HTCHHH, MepucKOn uM T.n.). 


Qe OLPAXTEHWE WAXY — ua NOMBOAHEX WOWKAX, HA HKOTOpiuxX 
BOPXHMG WaCTM PakKeETHEX NYCKOBHX WAXT BHXOZAT B orpaxzienue, Mpu- 
MEIKanuce K OPpaxAGHvn PyOKM uM ABAAWIGeCA MpozOMKeHMEM orpax ze ~ 
HUA PYOKM, OTpaxyzeHuem maxt cuntaerc” COOpyueHMe Hay eTKYM 


KOpPMycOM, HeEMOcpe aCcTEBeHHO Orpaxqawwee pakerHie NYCKOBHC WaXTH,. 


3, HAUCTPOMKA — ua HOMSOMHHX MOUKAX, HA KOLOPHX BEPXHUe 
“WaCTH PakCTHHX NYCKOBLIX axl H€ BHXOZAT B OrpaxaeHue waxt, 
HaaCTpoliko# cuutactca coopysenue Haji JICTKMM KOpilycoOM, orpanza~ 


nilee pakerune NYCKOBHE IlaxXTh, BHXOZAWME us MpOUHOPO HKOpnyca. 


4, HYCKUZAR WAXVA KOHCTDYRUMA UMIMHUPMUECKO GOPMH, KOTO- 


baa pax BBapMBaeicn B pouNLi KOpryc M orpaxgzaet pakety, EKnoUARA 
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U.S. STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
GENEVA, SWITZERLAND 
DATE: May 21, 1974 
TIME: L100 - 1240 
PLACE: US Mission, Geneva 


SUBJECT: Working Group Meeting, May 21, 1974 


PARTICIPANTS: US USSR 

Col. (Ret.) C. G. FitzGerald Mr. V. P. Karnov 

Mr, R. A. Anderson Mr. A. S. Yeresxovsky 

Cdr. G. Atkinson Capt. V. P. Kuznetsov 

Lt. ool. FP. P. DeSimone Capt. Ye. G. Korobchenko 

Lt. Cdr. R. K. Martin (Military Interpreter) 

Mr. P. Afanasenko Mr. B. Yu. Marchuk 
(Interpreter) (Interpreter) 


FitzGerald opencd the meeting stating that in the continued 
absence of General Georgi he was pleased to welcome Karpov enc his 
colleagues of the Yoviet Component of the Working Group to the 
premises of the US MISSLONs FitzGerald turned the floor over 
to Karpov. 


Karpov stated he would like to make a few comments regarc-~ 
ing Para. ITI.1(e) submitted by the US side at the ae: 
meeving of the Working Group. He then gave a prepared state- 
ment (Attachment No. 1). 


FitzGerald stated the US side would take into account 
the remarks made by the Soviet side this morning and pay appro-~ 
priate attention to them. He added that on the part of the US 
side, he elso had some comments to make. FitzGerald then read 
his prepared statement (Attachment No. 2). 


Karpov stated that he understood FitzGerald's statement 
to be @ concise and accurate historical review of the events 
which had taken place over the last two weeks. He asked "But 
what does it mean in terms of our effort to reach mutually 
agreed procedures?" 


FitzGerald stated that there was an old Latin ssying which 


would be appropriate and for which there was a precise counter~ 
part in Russien--"Repetition is the mother of learning." 
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FitzGerald stated that he thevght the purpose of this so-called 
Whistorical review" was to indicate that, while both sides had 
made some contributions, the US Component feels its contributions 
have been more positive and more recent than those of the Soviet 
Component as regards reaching a golution for Section ea ae 


Karpov responded that his understanding was that the US 
side wanted to say that it had set forth everything and it is up 
to the Soviets to decide now. He stated he did not think the 
situation is like this. Karpov pointed out that both sides had 
tried to introduce changes in its initial drafts and that it 
seemed to him we had not exhausted the possibilities for further 
negotiation. He stated that he thought the solution of questions 
to Section IIL, particularly Para. 1, should be considered in 
the light of both sides searching for mutually acceptable solu- 
tions. lit was not only up to the Soviet side to make further 
decisions; it was also up to the US side. Karpov then gave a 
prepared statement (Attachment No. 3) and submitted a new soviet 
aoe to replace the US-proposed subparagraph (e) (Attachment 
No. . 


FitzGerald steted that his preliminary reaction to the 


Soviet proposal is that it was a step in the right direction. 


Karpov interjected that the Soviet side was moving to meet the 
US side "half-way." FitzGerald commented that any time either 


side shows willingness to meet the other half-way, Lt Le: 78: Step 


in the right direction. He would study the proposal more closely 
and discuss it with the US advisors during a break and Karpov 
and he might decide how they would proceed thereafter. 


Following a 40-minute break, FitzGerald commented he believed 
that the advisors had had time for useful discussion and that the 
remaining order of business was to set a time and place for the 
next meeting. FitzGerald proposed the next mecting be held at 
the Soviet Mission at 1100 hours on Friday, 24. May 1974 and that 
4t would be a Working Group meeting. Karpov agreed. FitzGerald 
commented that the agenda would be as agreed in his private 
conversation with Karpov. (Comment: FitzGerald and Karpov 
had privately agreed that Friday's meeting would be devoted to 
discussion of an agreed formulation for the "H-Class only" para- 
graph which will, in the future, be called Para. Toby Lie) 

Tt was also agreed that the Soviet side might also, but not 
necessarily, table a counter~proposal for Para. TIL.4). 
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Meeting adjourned at 1240. 


Attachments: 


1. Karpov Statement, May 21, 1974 


©. Col. FitzGerald's Comrents: Section III of Procedures 


for Strategic Offensive Arms 
3. Karpov's Second Statement, May 21, 1974 
4. Working Document of the Soviet SCC Component, 


Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms, Section 
Til, paragraph 1 


DRAITED BY: Approved by: 2 tf) 
| leas C.G, FitzGerald.” 
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Attachment No. 1 


KARPOV STATEMENT, May 21, 1974 


The Soviet SCC Component has carefully studied 
the proposal for paragraph Iil.1(e) (old designation) of 
the strategic offensive arms Procedures, tabled by the. 


U.S. side at the May 17 Working Group meeting. 


Unfortunately, those changes which were introduced 
into the text of the May 10, 1974 U.S. proposal on this 
very question, do not alter the essence of the U.S. 
side's position on the question under discussion. There- 
fore, the new wording of the U.S. proposal, just as the 


previous wording, cannot be accepted by the Soviet side. 


We have already spoken on this subject and would 
like to cmphasize once again: like the U.S. side, the 
Soviet Component of the SCC, in its consideration of 
questions pertaining to the scope of dismantling of sub- 
marines being replaced, fully takes into account the 
provisions of paragraph 3 of the strategic offensive arms 
Protocol, agreed by both sides, and is invariably guided 


by them. 


The Soviet SCC Component is convinced that the 
proposals it tabled for paragraph III.1(d) (old designa- 
tion) of the strategic offensive arms Procedures are 
fully consistent with the criteria set forth in para- 


graph 3 of the strategic offensive arms Protocol. 
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I must say frankiy that we have not heard any 
convincing arguments fiom the U.S. side that could 


change our point of view on this question. 


At the same time, speaking of the scope of 
dismantling activities and the possibilities of using 
replaced submarines for purposes not inconsistent with 


the Interim Agreement, the U.S. approach to this appears 


to us to be academic and divorced from reality, and is 


thus inapplicable for solving those specific tasks which 
ensue from the provisions of the Interim Agreement with 
respect to the replacement of ballistic-missile submarines 


of older types by new submarines. 


First, the U.S. proposal is overloaded with provisions 
which in essence are unrelated to accomplishing the task 
of putting SLBM launchers Sei eemneea submarines into a 
condition that precludes the possibility of-their use for 
launching SLBMs, formulated in paragraph 3 of the strategic 
offensive anne Protocol. This applies, above all, to the 


provisions concerning hull liners and frame segments. 


I would think that the discussion of these questions 
at the previous meeting of the Working Group speaks for 


itself. 


SECRET | 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


COT | 
+ dp 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21'-CiA-RBP80T00435AQ90400010001-2 


Second, both sides proceed from the premise that 
after dismantling activities are carried out in 
accordance with the agreed procedures, replaced sub- 
marines may, at the discretion of the sides, be used 
for purposes not inconsistent with the Interim Agreement 
and the Protocol thereto. Eut for one side or the other 
to have such an opportunity, the replaced submarine must 
not simply have its capability of being used for launching 
SLBMs removed, but must remain seaworthy. In this respect 
the U.S. proposals are unsatisfactory since in fact they 
ignore the necessity to realistically take into account 
the particular nature of the subject referred to in these 


specific procedures. 


And although the new wording of item 4 in subpara-~ 
graph {e) does contain some positive movement in the U.S. 
side's position, on the whole it is not satisfactory from 


A 


the point of view of what was said above. 
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Attachment No. 2 


COL, FITZGERALD'S COMMENTS: Si£CTION [11 Ob PROCEDURES 
FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


Working Group Meeting 
May 21, 1974 


iL. Mr. Deputy Commissioner, we agreed at the May 17 
Working Group meeting to continue our exchange of views 
on the alternative proposals for ballistic-missile submarine 
and SLBM launcher dismantling. The U.S. side believes 


such exchanges are useful. 


eae (At the SCC meetings on April 30 and May 7, 
Commissioner Graybeal set forth the U.S. views regarding 
the procedures for dismantling or destruction of ballistic- 
missile submarines. and SLBM launchers replaced by new 
ballistic-missile submarines and SLBM launchers. General 
Georgi and I, at Working Group meetings on May 10 and 
May 17, respectively, elaborated on the details of the 
U.S. proposals, and made some preliminary observations 


regarding the Soviet proposal of May 10. 


ler 
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S36 “the U.S. Side continues to believe thay the U.S. 
proposals in the Strategic Offensive Arms Joint Draft 
Text of April 19, 1974, as revised by the U.S. side on 
April 30 and May 7 and in the Working Group, provide a 
firm basis for agreement on Section III. We are agreed 
that the task before us is to work out mutually agreed 
procedures governing replacement, dismantling or destruction 
and notification thereof for strategic offensive arms 
called for by the Interim Agreement and its Protocol. 
There is also complete agreement between us on the funda- 
mental point that the procedures for the dismantling or 
destruction of ballistic-missile submarines and SLBM 
launchers must satisfy the agreed criteria contained 


in Para. 3 of the strategic offensive arms Protocol. 


4, Mr. Deputy Commissioner, in SCC discussions on 
Section III of the strategic offensive arms Procedures, 
the U.S. side initially proposed three alternative 
procedures which we believe fully satisfy these agreed 
criteria. The Soviet side initially made one proposal 
which, in the U.S. view, did not adequately meet those 


criteria. The U.S. side studied the Soviet proposal as 
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it was explained during SCC IT, and, in an effort to move 
negotiations forward, added a fourth proposal which would 
apply to one type of nuclear ballistic-missile submarine. 
The U.S. side believes this proposal meets the criteria 

the sides have agreed vpon, when applied to this one type 


of nuclear ballistic-missile submarine. 


5. The U.S. side has made continued efforts during 
our discussions of Section III to move the negotiations 
forward toward the goal of achieving mutually agreed 
procedures. As a result of our discussions at SCC II 
and this session, ‘the U.S. side has proposed revised 
wording for the U.S. proposal in Para. III.1(e) on April 30, 
May 10 and May 17. On May 7, the U.S, side stated it was 
prepared to drop the requirements for "predesignated 
shipyards" and "agreed shipyards" in Paras. III.1(b), 

(c) and (e), if we could reach agreement based on a new approach 
for solving this question. After the Soviet side explained 

its views and tabled its proposal in response to this new 

U.S, initiative, the U.S. side proposed an alternative 

Para. III.4 on May 17 which takes into account the consid- 


erations set forth by the Soviet side. In addition, the 
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U.S. side withdrew Para. III.1({a)--the sinking option. 
Each of these actions has represented positive and 
significant movement by the U.S. side toward finding 


a solution to the complex problem in Section III. 


6. On April 30 the Soviet side tabled a revised 
proposal for ballistic-missile submarine and SLBM launcher 
Gismantling. The U.S. side considered this revision a 
step forward in our efforts to reach mutually agreed 
procedures for Section III. WUowever, as Commissioner 
Graybeal remarked in his statement on Mav 7, the U.S. 
side did not find’ this proposal acceptable as replacement 


for Para. III.1l(e) of the April 19, 1974 Joint Draft Text. 
Tit 


7. Mr. Deputy Commissioner, at the May 10 Working 
Group meeting, General Georgi stated that the U.S. side 
would carefully study any Soviet-proposed formulations 
to resolve issues remaining in Section III. If the Soviet 
side has additional clarifications or modifications to 
its May 10 proposal, the U.S. side will give them the 
same careful consideration that is being given to that 


proposal. 
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KARPOV'S SECOND STATEMENT 


May 21, 197/I 


At the last Working Group meeting the U.S. side 
expressed a view according to which the main objection to 
the Soviet proposal for paragraph Tiled): tothe it te 
intended for not one but for various types of submarines. 
We also understood the remarks of the U.S. side to mean 
that of condition that the Soviet proposal be applied to 
only one certain type of submarine, the U.S. side would be 
prepared to regard the Soviet proposal for subpara- 


graph (dad) more favorably. 


We remain convinced that the May 10, 1974: proposal 
of the Soviet SCC Component for subparagraph (d) is 
fully consistent with the criteria agreed by us, as well 
as with the tasks before us in the matter of working out 


adequate procedures. 


At the same time, desiring to facilitate achievement 
of a mutually acceptable understanding on questions of the 
dismantiing of submarines being replaced, the Soviet side 
is in principle prepared to consider the possibility of 
applying the procedures it proposed on May 10, 1974 
(subparagraph (d)) to only one type of submarine, namely, 


nuclear-powered ballistic-missile submarines of older types. 
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We are prepared to consider such a solution on 
condition that the U.S. side agree in principle to the 


substance of the Soviet proposal regarding the scope of 


dismantling of submarines being replaced, and to provisions 


‘designed to ensure the possibility of using replaced sub- 


marines for purposes not inconsistent with the Interim 


Agreement. 


In the event the sides agree in principle to such a 
solution, specific formulations could be discussed further 
in order to work them out in detail on a mutually 


acceptable basis.’ 
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Official translation 
Working Document of the 
Soviet SCC Component 
May 21, 1974 
PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


Section III, paragraph 1 


(d) Dismantling of ballistic missile launchers on 
older nuclear-powered submarines may also be accomplished 
by removing, in the oper, the missile launch tubes 
together with tne fairwater and those sections of the 
outer hull and pressure hull above the missile compart- 
ment which contain all of the penetrations for the 


missile launch tubes. ’ 


The pressure hull and Sten Hutt may be restored 
by welding into place new sections without missile Llauncn 
tube penetrations or missile hatches, The sail and the 
deck may be put in a condition ensuring that the sub- 
marine remains seaworthy when used for purposes not 


inconsistent with the Interim Agreement. 
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MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION 
U.S. STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
GENEVA, SWITZERLAND 


DATE: May 17, 1974 
TIME: 1100-1325 Hours 
PLACE: Soviet Mission, Geneva 


SUBJECT: Working Group Meeting, May 17, 1974 


PARTICIPANTS: US USSR 
Col, (Ret.) C. G. FitzGerald Mr. V. P. Karpov 
Mr. R. A. Anderson Mr, A. S. Yereskovsky 
Cmdr. G. Atkinson Capt. Vs P.. Kugnetsov 
Lt. Col. F. P. DeSimone Mr. Ye. N. Kochetkov 
Lt. Cmdr, R, Ky Martin (Interpreter) 
Mr. P. Afanasenko 

(Interpreter ) 


Karpov opened the meeting of the Working Group and turned 
the floor over to FitzGerald. 


FitzGeraid thanked Karpov. He began by recalling that, 
at the last meeting of the working group on 10 May headed by 
Georgi and Karpov, Karpov had made a suggestion that the time 
for long speeches and repetition of old arguments as such is 
over. FitzGerald stated he intended to proceed directly to the 
task at hand. He said he would like to submit for the consider- 
ation of the Soviet side two working documents of the US SCC 
Component which have to do with two paragraphs of-Section II: 
of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms. 


FitzGerald handed over the first U.S. document--a revised 
proposal for paragraph III.1(e) (Attachment No. 1). He stated 
that in looking over the document the Soviet side would see the 
U.S. Component had made two changes to ovr earlier proposal for 
that paragraph and without reading the entire document he wanted 
to call Karpov's attention to the changes which had been made. 
First of all he stated that, inasmuch as we have not nad a response 
(FitzGerald commented that this was not a criticism of the Soviet 
side as it had not yet had a chance to respond) to Graybeal's 
proposal of May 14 to delete paragraph III.1(a) the U.S. side 
has kept the same paragraph number-~--i.e., (e). FitzGerald stated 
this was also a practical matter--changing the paragraph letters 
would confuse people in both Washington and Moscow. 
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FitzGerald continued, that as for the changes which we have 
introduced to our earlier document there are two, First, the 
term "hull liner" is added within the parenthesis in sub- 
paragraph (2). This is done on the basis of discussion within 
the FityGerald/Yereskovsky working group and since we appear 
to have a common understanding on these terms, the U.S. side 
thought it appropriate to add the term "hull liner" to our 
proposal. Second, FitzGerald called the attention of the Soviet 
Component of the working group to sub-paragraph (4b), FitzGerald 
stated that, having in mind certain comments and questions 
raised by Karpov at the last meeting (May 10) of the working 
group, the U.S. side has made a change wnich we believe goes 
a considerable distance to answer the questions asked of General 
Georgi. 


FitzGerald stated he believed that our naval experts, 
Kuznetsov, Atkinson, and Martin, could agree the new wording 
in paragraph (4) does much to restore the seaworthiness of the 


submarine which has been dismantled. 


FitzGerald asked Karpov if he had any comments or questions 
on the revised U.S. proposal for paragraph III.1(e). Karpov 
stated that he did have some questions. 


Karpov stated that, first, as far as he understands, the 
U.S. side continues to insist that this procedure should be 
applicable only to submarines constructed prior to 1965. 
FitzGerald responded that fundamentally that is true, adding 
that, as General Georgi had pointed out, the procedure set forth 
in (e) applies only to one class--for submarines whose missile 
launch tubes protrude into the fairwater. FitzGerald stated 
Georgi had also indicated that, as far as the specific date is 
concerned, it would appear to the U.S. side that, if there could 
be a meeting of the minds regarding types of submarines, it 
would be a relatively easy problem to reach an agreement regarding 
dates. 


Karpov stated that in this connection he wanted to invite 
attention to the Soviet proposal set forth on May 10. He stated 
that in the Soviet proposed procedures for paragraph III.1(d) 
the provisions are equally applicable to all types of submarines. 
He stated that the point in this respect is that in Section III 
the procedures should be alternative procedures applicable to 
all types of submarines covered by the Interim Agreement and 
Protocol. Karpov pointed out that at the last formal meeting 
Graybeal had mentioned that the U.S. proposed procedures were 
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alternatives and, at the same time, Graybeal indicated a> 
procedure could be formulated for one separate class. Karpov 
atated that he didn't quite see the logic of the U.S. proposals. 
lie saia “if we do agree there should be alternative procedures, 
then we should also agree that procedures should be applicable 
to all types of submarines covered under the Interim Agreement 
and Protocol." He added that two of the U.S. proposals are 
alternatives; the other is not an alternative but a procedure 
for only one type of submarine. 


Karpov stated the Soviet side bases its view on the need 
to work out procedures for Section III. He said the Soviet 
proposal dated May 10 is formulated to cover submarines whose 
missile tubes protrude into fairwater and submarines whose 
missile tubes protrude into the superstructure. Karpov pointed 
out this could be seen in the very first phrase of the Soviet 
proposal for paragraph Eltet(d )s 


Karpov stated he wanted to pose a direct question. He 
asked "What does the U.S. find unacceptable in this proposal?" 
Atkinson stated the answer to that was the same today as the 
answer General Georgi gave at the last meeting of the working 
group. Karpov responded that he didn't pose that question to 
Georgi, so the answer couldn't be the same. 


FitzGerald stated he believed the sides are agreed that two 
criteria must be met in any dismantling or destruction procedure. 
These two criteria are well known; they are that the procedures 
must be verifiable and that the procedure should preclude a 
rapid reactivation time. FitzGerald said the U.S. side has 
proposed from the beginning of our discussions three alternative 
procedures which we believe fully meet both criteria. He stated 
that the Soviet side initially made a proposal which the U.S. 
side did not consider adequately met either criteria. However, 
in an effort to move negotiations forward, the U.S. side had 
made a close study of the Soviet proposal, as explained during 
SCC-II, and had added a fourth proposal which the U.5. says can 
apply to one class of submarines but to no other. ‘The U.S. side 
pelieves this proposal meets the verification and reactivation 
time criteria which the sides have agreed upon. 


Karpov stated that he was in full agreement with the U.S. 
side that we do have agreed criteria and that agreed criteria 
must be the foundation of the specific procedures. Karpov said, 
however, he @id not understand why the U.S. proposals met the 
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criteria but that the Soviet proposal does not. He asked what 
might be the probiem with the Sovict proposal--is the problem 
that the Soviet proposal would apply both to submarines whose 
missile tubes protrude into the fairwater and to those whose 
missile tubes do not. 


Martin referred to the revised U.S. proposal for paragraph 
TIi.1(e) as tabled today and stated that if the Soviet side 
restored the submarine under this proposal it would be equally 
clear to both sides that the submarine could no longer be capabie 
of carrying ballistic-missile launchers. This is so because 
there is a clearly visible area aft of the sail, which we have 
been calling fairwater, which is no longer there. Martin stated 
that there was not the same assurance with restoration of a 
submarine whose “outer hull" would be restored above the area 
where ballistic-missile launchers had protruded into the pressure 
hull. Onee this was done there could not be the same assurance, 
as with the other class, that the submarine would not be capable 
of carrying ballistic-missile Launchers. 


Karpov stated he did not quite see how it affects the problem 
of verification and asked what is the difference between the types? 


Martin pointed out, for example, that if the Soviet procedure 
were followed just the simple matter of counting submarines which 
carry ballistic missiles and those which do not would be difficult. 


Karpov stated that, if he understood it, on submarines where 
missiles do not protrude into the fairwater, the "sail" has 
nothing to do with missile Launch tubes. What counts, he stated, 
is the superstructure and the outline of the superstructure. He 
stated it is not clear, when the missile launch tubes, outer hull 
and pressure hull have been removed and the submarine is restored 
by placing sections without penetrations for missile launch tubes 
and decking, why the difference is not detectable by national 
technical means. He stated that although he was not a naval expert, 
it was his understanding of the problem that he really could not 
see any real convincing arguments against the Soviet proposal 
which applies to both types of submarines, either from the stand- 
point of verification or reactivation time. 


Karpov invited the U.S. side's attention again to the 
proposal of the Soviet side, tabled May 10. He stated the 
Soviet side continues to believe this proposal meets to a full 
degree the agreed criteria as well as the purposes and goals 
for Section Til of the Procedures. He added that, of course, 
the Soviet side would yet another time give careful attention 
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to the U.S, proposal. Talking frankly, however, he stated he 
saw no difference in the propesal tabled today from what was 
already tabled before. 


Karpov stated he had some questions regarding the revised 
U.S. proposal for Para. III.1(¢). He stated he did not quite 
fully understand FitzGerald's early reference to discussion 
with Yereskovsky as a reason for including in sub- “paragraph (2) 
cf the proposal the term "hull liner." Karpov asked what is the 
connection between this and the discussion with Yereskovsky. 


FitzGerald stated he would attempt to answer Karpov's 
question. First, he did not mean to imply that there had been 
any agreement between him and Yereskovsky to change wording in 
the proposals. He stated the U.S. side felt that given the 
substance of the conversations between our naval experts, if 
a dismantling or destruction procedure were bo be adequate, it 
would have to include the term "hull liner." Again, he repeated 
he did not intend to imply agreement by Yereskovsky. 


To change formulations, Karpov stated that in this respect 
he had a question for the American naval experts that is: How 
can one remove from a submarine the launch tube and the hull 
crown plating without removing the hull liner? Atkinson 
responded that all three would come out and, as such, there 
should be no problem with including the additional term "hull 
liner." Karpov said that he was still not getting an answer to 
his question and asked again "Ts it possible to remove hull crown 
plating and launch tubes without removing the hull diner? | 
FitzGerald stated, "No, to give you a short direct answer.' 
Karpov responded that, if that was the case, he did not see the 
reason for making up things like this--the main point is that 
hull liners are removed. Atkinson repeated that, if that is 
the case, then there should be no problem in including the term 
"hull liner" in the list of things which are removed. 


Karpov stated that the reason we should not include the 
term "hull liner" is simple--if we include this then we must 
include other things like "port side tube" and "starboard side 
tube," etc. Karpov commented that everything can be reduced to 
an absurdity. 


FitzGerald stated that in his view it was time to go on to 
other things which may help to clarify this item. FitzGerald 
stated that again he finds himself working backwards, which is a 
common feeling: with him when dealing with Karpov; he also stated 
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that he had the same problem with substance as Karpov as he too 
was approaching this as a layman. FitzGerald suggested that, 
perhaps when the sides begin discussing ABM radars, he may be 
able to participate as a specialist. FitzGerald stated that 
for the time being, in all these questions concerning the pro- 
posals of the two sides, he also must rely on advisors. As 
regards which proposal was better, clearly Karpov and he were 
getting difference advice from their naval experts. Karpov 
stated the Soviet side finds their information better. 


FitzGerald stated he wanted to return to Karpov's original 
question: “that is, what portion of the Soviet proposal is of 
concern to the U.S. side--e.g., is it procedures which apply to 
all classes? FitzGerald stated that that was the fundamentel 
issue between us--the Soviet proposal would apply to all classés;: 
the U.S. side feels that our proposal, part of which the Soviet 
Side has incorporated in its proposal, could apply only to classes 
with ballistic-missile launchers which protrude into the fairwater. 
FitzGerald also commented that there is also the usual difference 
in approach--the U.S. side likes details (Karpov commented, 
"academics."). FitzGerald suggested that, if we could resolve 
the fundamental issue, we could probably resolve the other issues 
more readily. He commented that these are technical details and 
technicians have a way of reaching agreement as we have already 
seen in our @Giscussions of terminology. FitzGerald stated to 
Karpov that he hoped this answered his question. 


Karpov stated that, in any case, he regarded it as a state- 


ment of the U.S. position. In this connection he wanted to ask 


a question regarding sub-paragraph (4+) of the U.S. proposal for 
Para. III.l(e). Karpov read sub-paragraph (4). 


Karpov stated that any submarine is designed to have a 


certain outline or profile and that in order to change it additional 


engineering work must be done and this will require additional 
expense--expense possibly beyond that required for dismantling. 
He asked "how acute is the need for this procedure in order to 
make the submarine unable to carry ballistic missiles?" He added 
that, as far as he understood submarine design on this type of 
submarine, besides the launch tubes, there might be other items 
aft of them that need to be enclosed during restoration--these 
items might have nothing to do with launch tubes. He also asked 
that, if both sides agree missile launch tubes are removed and 
new sections of pressure hull without launch tube penetrations 
are welded back in, then it would seem we would have agreement. 
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Nowever, there would have to be an additional enclosure to cover 
the area aft of the tubes--otherwise the submarine would look 
something like a two-humped dromedary. 


FitzGerald asked Karpov to clarify that this equipment aft 
of the missile tubes on this type submarine was not related to 
launching missiles. Karpov stated that the equipment aft of the 
missile launch tubes in the fairwater was not connected with 
missile Launch tubes. 


FitzGerald stated that the U.S.-proposed Para. IIT.1(e) (4) 
is an effort to meet valid considerations which the Soviet side 
set forth to General Georgi on May 10. As Georgi had indicated 
and as our naval experts have discussed, the question of 
restoration of the sail to make the submarine seaworthy is an 
engineering question--nevertheless, resolution of the question 
must be accomplished within the agreed criteria. Karpov responded 
that that was primarily the reason behind his question. FitzGerald 
responded that Para. III.1(e) was an acceptable procedure in our 
point of view--if Soviet engineers decided it would not be possible 
to make the submarine seaworthy without extending the sail 
completely over the area where the missile tubes had protruded, 
then the sides would indeed have a problem resolving this issue. 
FitzGerald commented that it was his view that both Soviet and 
U.S. naval engineers have vast expertise, knowledge and resource- 
fulness and that they should be able to solve the problem in a 
way that could meet the agreed criteria. ‘ 

Karpov suggested the Working Group take a break for refresh- 
ments. FitzGerald agreed. 


Following the break, FitzGerald began by stating that he 
would like to return to the second working document which the 


_U.S. Component of the SCC wanted to submit to the Soviet side 


for its consideration today. The proposal, he stated, was a new 
formulation for Para. IIl.4+ for the Procedures for Strategic 
Offensive Arms. Karpov stated that he hoped the U.S. side had 
accepted the Soviet formulation. FitzGerald stated that the 

U.S. side did not quite accept it, but that we think we have met 
Soviet considerations by combining our eurlier proposal with the 
proposal of the Soviets. He stated we believed we had reached 

a formulation close to what the two sides could agree on. 
VitzGerald handed over the document to Karpov (Attachment No. 2) 
and read the new wording. FitzGerald commented that he would like 


SECRET/EXDIS 
Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


Approved For Rejéase 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435AQ80400010001-2 


SECRET/EXDIS 


ee 


to add that the "designated areas" which the U.S. side has in 
mind in the new proposal are those Ustinov had indicated in his 
statement of last week. FitzGerald added that, in his view, 
the new formulation speaks for itself quite well. 


Karpov responded that he was not so sure the specifics speak 
for themselves--he had some questions. First, what does the term 
"designated areas" signify--does it apply to areas already known 
by the sides or is there a requirement to supply additional "sreag" 
for dismantling or destruction? FitzGerald responded that each 
side knew the areas referred to at the present time and at some 
time before the Procedures and Protocol are signed by Commissioners, 
it would be necessary to reaffirm the areas mentioned by Ustinov 
last week. He added that in the future, if either side or both 
were to decide dismantling was to be accomplished in areas other 
than those designated, there would be an obligation on the side 
making the choice to notify the other side. The side making the 
decision to accomplish dismantling in another area would not require 


che ¢é S 1 ; s roCoOu): ¢ side 
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Karpov stated he had a second question--what does the term 
"major shipyards" mean? FitzGerald responded that the term means, 
in essence, a shipyard.which is of such a size as to be capable 

of handling, docking and overhauling the type of submarine being 
dismantled or destroyed. Karpov stated that, if the Soviets have 
Shipyards where dismantling can be performed and shipyards where 
dismantling cannot be performed, then we should not be talking 
about shipyards where dismantling cannot be performed. FitzGerald 
commented that we could attempt to adjust the wording to meet the 
desires of the Soviet side; we welcomed new suggestions the Soviet 
side might make. Karpov responded that he was still at the stage 
of asking questions to get the clear ecssence--the Soviet proposal 
was clear to the Soviet side and does not correspond to the U.S. 
proposal. 


FitzGerald commented that there was a basic difference 
petween the two sides~--the Soviet side had proposed there be a 
choice between shipyards and areas for dismantling. He pointed 
out that it was not clear to the U.S. side whether "areas" 
involved shipyards as well. Karpov stated he would not attempt 
to answer such a question--if there are no shipyards in an area 
then dismantling can't be done there. Karpov stated that the 
Soviet proposal really speaks for itself--the proposal is that 
dismantling be performed at existing shipyards known to both 
sides or in designated areas. The U.S. proposal just seemed to 
confuse the issue. 
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FitzGerald stated he would repeat his earlier statement~-that 
is the Soviet proposal involved a choice whereby dismantling could 
be accomplished in existing shipyards or in designated areas 
(Karpov interjected "If we go beyond those areas"). FitzGerald 
commented the U.S. side had not understood that and that our 
wording makes it clear that other areas are shipyards. DeSimone 
commented that there could be confusion between the terms 

"shipyards" and "designated areas" in the Soviet-proposed language. 
We pointed out it was logical to assume that the other designated 
areas are also places where shipyards exist, and therefore che 
U.S.~-proposed wording provided for the same possibilities as did 
the Soviet proposal, but stated things mich more precisely. There 
could be no question that dismantling would take place in shipyards 
known to both sides. 


Karpov stated he had a third question. He asked "What do 
you mean by the term ‘ship construction?!" 


FitzGerald said that, if there were doubts as to the meaning 
of this expression, the U.S. side would be happy to add such a 
definition to the list of terms he and Yereskevsky were compiling. 
He then gave the floor,to Atkinson. 


Atkinson answered that if the Soviet side had allowed Capt. 
Mazerkin and himself to continue discussions on ship construction 
we would now know. carpov stated he didn't recognize that there 
was much disagreement because the subject of ship- construction 
wasn't discuss ed. Martin pointed out that in SALT VIL in Helsinki, 
the term "under construction," as it applied to submarines had 
been discussed by Capt. McLean and Admiral Sinetsky. He pointed 
out to Karpov that, if there were Soviet concern regarding 
definitions in the new U.S. proposed Para. III.4, he would be 
glad to sit down at any time with Kuznetsov and work out coming 
to an agreement on what is meant by the terms. 


FitzGerald stated that he believed Atkinson could clarify 
the term "shipyard." Atkinson stated that a "shipyard" was any 
place that has enough depth of water which would handle the tonnage 
of an SSBN or larger. Atkinson commented that the wording in the 
new U.S. proposal tabled today was an attempt on our part to 
broaden the definition as the Soviets had apparently objected to 
the term "where ballistic-missile submarines are constructed" in 
our carlier formulation. FitzGerald pointed out that the U.S. 
side could, of course, go back to the term "ballistic-missile 
submarines" vice "ships'"--we had felt this: was one of the arcas 
where the Soviet side had problems and that our new wording here 
could solve the problem. 
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Karpov stated that his questions were for clarification and 
added that now we have more or less an understanding of the U.S. 
side's position. He stated he had no other comments on the U.S, 
proposals; he wanted to do his homework and refrain from further 
comments. He added that, if we do agree to have another Working 
Group meeting, the Soviet side may discuss these new proposals 
then. Karpov then asked FitgaGerald if he had any thoughts 
regarding another meeting of the Working Group. FitzGerald stated 
he did not--he felt the U.S. side had made two worthwhile contri- 
butions. Karpov asked if FitzGerald believed we did not need to 
discuss Section III any further. VitzGerald stated that the U.A, 
side had in mind that, when tne Working Group had been establiske 
Ustinov had said one or two meetings of the Working Group would b 
sufficient to make recommendations to Commissioners. He added, 
however, that Karpov had mentioned the Soviet side had homework 
to do and suggested that maybe we do need one more meeting. 


Gs 
e 


Karpov stated that it would be agreeable to him to meet on 
Tuesday, May 21, to discuss all of these questions. Karpov stated 
that before this meeting ended he had two more items to address-- 
not in relation.to the discussion today but on related subjects. 
First, regarding Para. ITII.1(a) he had been instructed by Ustinov 
to accept the U.S. proposal to drop this paragraph. The second, 
regarding further discussion of submarine dismantling procedures, 
he wanted to come to an agreement on how to proceed with this 
question. He stated that, in fact, what we have are two sets 
of proposals--those proposed by the U.S. and those proposed by 
the Soviet Union. He stated that up to now, for some reason, 
our discussions have been limited primarily to the proposals of 
the U.S. side. His suggestion was that, at our next meeting, we 
should exchange views not only on the U.S. proposal but also on 
the Soviet proposal tabled May 10. Karpov urged that the U.S. side 
give thought to the Soviet May 10 proposal and added that the fact 
the Soviet side has no idea as to what the U.S. objections to the 
Soviet proposal are is a major stumbling block. He concluded 
stating we can now adjourn the meeting; his understanding being 
that we will meet again on Tucsday, the 2lst at 11:00 o'clock. 


FitzGerald stated that, having in mind a Karpov-FitzGerald 
meeting in SCC-II, he trusted this would not be the second longest 
adjournment of a meeting; however, he would like to address Karpov's 
last statements in reverse order. First, FitzGerald thought the 
U.S. side had made clear its considerations on the Soviet proposal 
for Para. IiI.1(d). He commented that at the moment he could 
not think of anything more he could-say on the subject, but that 
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he would ask Cdrs. Atkinson and Martin to relook at the problem. 
He could, however, not promise tnat our views would be new ones. 
second, FitzGerald also wanted to state he was pleased that 

Karpov on instructions from Ustinov had accepted the U.S. proposal. 
to delete Para. III.1(a). 


FitzGerald commented with regard to the meeting of the 
Working Group on Tuesday that he would be happy to agree, with 
one qualification. That is, the U.S. side is not yet certain 
whether Georgi will have returned, and asked if Karpov would not 
object to FitzGerald chairing the meeting. Karpov commented he 
had "absolutely no objection." 


The meeting adjourned at 1325. 
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Working Document of 
US SCC Component 
May 17, 1974 


STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS PROCEDURES 


“SECTION (37, PARAGRAPS 


TiI.1l(e) for nuclear-powered ballistic missile subs 
marines originally constructed prior to 1965 
whose ballistic missile launch tubes protrude 
into the fatrwater, removing the missile launch 


tubes in the open as set forth below. 


(1) That entire part of the fairwater and 
outer hull. above the missile compartment of 


the submarine shall be removed. 


(2) That section of the missile compartment 
pressure hull (hull crown plating, hull 
liners and frame segments) which conteins 


all of the hull penetrations for the missile 


launch tubes, shall be removed. 


(3) The pressure hull and outer hull may then 
be restored only by welding into place new 


sections without launch tube penctrations. 


ER 
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(4) No fairwater ‘shall be replaced. The 
sail may be restored, but shall not extend 
beyond the former location of the forward 


edge of the forward missile launch tube. 
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May 17, 19°74 
STRATEGIC OFFER SiVE ARMS PROCEDURES S 


SECTION esihe aE ARAGRI: PH A 


TIt.4. Ballistic-missile submarine and SLBM 
launcher dismantling shall be accomplished #t major 
shipyards, located in designated areas, where ship 
construction, fitting out or major overhaul is 


carried out. 
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MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION 
U.S. STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
GENEVA, SWITZERLAND 


DATE: May 155 1974 
TIME: 1500 - 1610 
PLACE: US Mission, Geneva 


SUBJECT: Working Group Meeting, May 15, 1974 


PARTICIPANTS: US USSR 
- Col, (Ret.) C, G. FitzGerald Mr. A. S. Yereskovsky 
Mr. R. A. Anderson Capt. V. P. Kuznetsov 
Car. G. Atkinson Capt. Ye. G. Korobchenko 
Lt. Cdr. R. K. Martin (Military Interpreter) 


Mr. P. Afanasenko (Interpreter) 


ep 


FitzGerald on behalf of the members of the US Component 
of the "sub-Working Group" welcomed the members of the Soviet 
"sub-Working Group” to the US Mission. FitzGerald then turned 
the floor over to Yereskovsky. 


Yereskovsky stated that the Soviet side had studied the US 
Working Document on ballistic-missile submarine and SLBM launcher 
dismantling terminology. He stated that using the Soviet Working 
Document as a basis, the Soviet side had prepared a new Working 
Document taking into consideration what was contained in the US 
Working Document. Yereskovsky tabled the new Soviet Working 
Document (Attachment No, 1). 


Yereskovsky stated, beginning his explanation of the new 
Soviet Working Document, that the Soviet side felt it. to be 
more appropriate to place the words "Standing Consultative 
Commission" at the top of the document. As to the title ieee als 
he continued, once again the Soviet side asked the US side to 
agree to use the original title of the Soviet Working Document, 
that is, "Agreed Interpretations of Some Terms Used in Section 
Iit of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms." In justi- 
fication of this approach Yereskovsky added that we are dealing 
not with definitions but with interpretations that should be of 
uniform understanding to both sides. Yereskovsky stated the 
Soviet side continued to believe that the document should contain 
only the three terms which required definition as a result of 
"not quite clear understanding" between the Sides. He stated 
that the Soviet side certainly has appreciation for the work 
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of Cdr. Atkinson and Cdr. Martin in compiling the definitions 
presented to the Soviet side under the guidance of Col. FitzGerald. 
The Soviet view, however, is that we are not working out a dic- 
tionary of naval terms and that, if the US side would look at 

the three terms in the Soviet document, the Soviet side had kept 
much of the wording used by the US side in working out’ their 
definitions for the terms "sail," "fairwater" and "superstructure.' 
Yereskovsky concluded that it was the Soviet view that the Soviet 
document should be acceptable to the American side as it has all 
of the terminology required for agreement to Section III of the 
Strategic Offensive Arms Procedures. If there are any questions 
from the US side, Yereskovsky stated Capt. Kuznetsov would be 
prepared to answer them. 


PitzGerald thanked Yereskovsky for the new document. He 
stated that in taking a quick look at the document which the 
Soviet Component today had submitted that he could see there are 
a few more switches in method and that there has been movement 
toward solving the tasks which the Commissioners assigned us. As 
a general observation, FitzGerald noted with satisfaction that 
the US and Soviet Components of the SCC seem to have arrived at 
a satisfactory "upper right hand corner wording" for SCC Working 
Documents. FitzGerald stated he remembered that at the early 
meetings of this SCC session the Soviet Component was tabling 
documents with the words "Working Document of the Soviet SCC 


‘Component" in the upper right hand corner; the US was tabling 


documents with the words "US Working Document" in the upper 

right hand corner. Then the US moved to using the Soviet wording; 
Soviet side moved to using the US wording. FitzGerald commented 
it seems at last we have made some progress in that we have agreed 
as to what should appear in the upper right hand corner of our 
documents. 


Yereskovsky commented that there is one more question we 
need to address regarding what might appear in the upper right 
hand corner of the document--we need a date and a place of 
Signature, e.g. Geneva. FitzGerald agreed. 


FitzGerald, moving to the substance of the document, stated 
that the US side is pleased to notice that the document will be 
for internal use in the SCC--this is reflected by the heading 
which the Soviet side had used. Also FitzGerald added that he 
was happy the Soviet side agreed with us that instead of using 
the term "sides" we would use the term "Commissioners" as it is 
the Commissioners who would be initialing this document for 
internal use. FitzGerald concluded that while we haven't 
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carefully had a chance to compare the terminology used, he noted 
that Yereskovsky had said that it was approximately the same as 
the language used in the US document. Yereskovsky stated, "That 
is correct. You will find it almost the same." FitzGerald 
responded that he would have to rely on other experts--Martin, 
Atkinson and Anderson--for a closer look. 


FitzGerald stated that he had noticed that the Soviet side 
had adjusted their previous wording in the preamble and asked 
Yereskovsky the reasoning behind this as the US side had found 
their previous wording to be acceptable. : 


Yereskovsky stated that the Soviet thought was that perhaps 
in the final document we don't need to say "as a result of 
discussions held in the Working Group." He stated that the new 
preamble states the purpose of the document--the remainder is 
unchanged. FitzGerald stated he did not see any difficulty. 
Yereskovsky asked if the US side would like to revert to the 
original wording the Soviet side had used in the preamble, adding 
that the Soviet side considers the new wording a step forward as 
it better meets the purpose. FitzGerald stated that it is cor- 
rect that we have had more discussions than those on May 7 and 
to include that one date really doesn't make sense. He stated 
that the US side would review the new wording but didn't see any 
major problem. FitzGerald suggested the US side might be inclined 
to delete the lead-in to the preamble and suggested it might 
start with other words like "the Commissioners have agreed .... 
Yereskovsky said the Soviet side welcomed all suggestions the 
US side might have. 


FitzGerald stated that the remarks he had made were the 
initial remarks on the US side on the document--in summary , 
he would say the Soviet Working Document tabled today was a 
step forward and a clear attempt to bring the needs of the two 
Sides together. FitzGerald stated he would like to turn the 
floor over to Cdr. Atkinson who would make a few remarks on the 
purpose of the document as it would serve as a foundation for 
future work on the SCC. 


Cdr. Atkinson stated that in looking over the document the 
US side tabled at the last meeting of the Working Group we find 
that of those terms which appear, of which there are nine, five 
of these terms appear both in the Soviet proposed procedures . 
in paragraph III.1(d) and in the US proposal for paragraph Bh Sy a ony 
three appear in the US proposal for paragraph III.1(e)3; one of the 
terms appears solely in the Soviet: proposal for paragraph Ti bela) 
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Specifically, he stated the term "sail" appears only in the 
Soviet proposed procedures; the terms "outer hull," "pressure 
hull," "fairwater," "superstructure" and "launch tube" appear 
in both proposed procedures; the terms "hull crown plating" and 
"framing appear in the US tabled procedure. Atkinson stated that 
the US Component believed that these agreed interpretations — 
should provide a foundation for the procedures in Section III 
and should therefore include the complete range of technical 
terminology which is used in that section. The reason that the US 
side believes this necessary is that the foundation must be strong 
enough for the rest of the structure to stand. Not only we in 
the SCC need to understand the meaning of the terms, but people 
in the US and Soviet governments also need a clear understanding 
of the terms in order to make judgments on the procedures pro- 
posed, Atkinson concluded, stating that these judgments can only 
be made after there is complete understanding of the complete 
scope of the detailed procedures tabled by both sides. 


Yereskovsky stated that he had one small comment to make 
in reply to Cdr. Atkinson; perhaps Capt. Kuznetsov might have 
more to add. Yereskovsky stated that we are dealing in Section 
ITI with procedures for ballistic missile submarine and SLBM 
launchers dismantling. He stated the Soviet side believes that 
for the purpose of arriving at these dismantling procedures it 
is not necessary to include a complete dictionary of naval termi- 
nology beginning with the term "submarines," and including terms 
such as "submarine-launched ballistic missile,"'missile compart- 
ment," "shipyard," etc. The Soviet side saw no need whatsoever 
to do this. In those places where there was some uncertainty, 
he stated, we think we have found a common interpretation; we 
don't need other definitions for the purpose of agreeing to 
dismantling procedures if they are clearly understood--it is simply 
not dictated by necessity. 


Kuznetsov stated that the Soviet side had set forth during 
the last meeting of the Working Group the points which support 
the Soviet view that nine separate terms do not need to be 
defined in the document--the only items needed are terms on 
which there was confusion. Kuznetsov stated that he believed 
the foundation of the document will be strong, not by having a 
large number of terms included, but by including only those 
terms which really need clarification for paragraph one of 
Section III. He stated nine items will not help to do this-- 
the three items defined in the Soviet working document today 
are all that are needed to address the essence of the problem. 
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Yereskovsky stated that with regard to one term--"outer 
huli"--there has been no misunderstanding. He also stated 
there was no misunderstanding regarding the word "framing." 
Everyone understood these terms, he thought. 


FitzGerald asked Cdr. Martin whether he had any comments. 
Martin began by stating that, as a result of his discussions 
with Capt. Kuznetsov over the previous weeks, it was clear to 
him that there was no question now within the SCC as to.the 
meaning of the terms we are using. He stated that clearly the 
three terms which the Soviet side has included in the working 
document tabled today are the terms which have caused us the 
most trouble. Martin pointed out, however, that others we had 
come to agreement on had not always been clearly understood. 

He stated that in SCC II Capt.Mazerkin and Cdr. Owens had long 
and detailed discussions on the subject of submarine and SLBM 
launcher dismantling but there had been no clear agreement between 
them on such terms as "sail," "superstructure" and "fairwater." 
Martin referred to the example FitzGerald had pointed out at the 
last Working Group meeting whereby there had been much confusion 
in previous SCC sessions regarding the term "launch tube" and 
"1aunch mount tube." He also pointed out that there had been 
confusion regarding the term “outer hull"--for a long time the 
US side had not recognized that the "outer hull" is considered 
by the Soviets to be "superstructure." He added that our pro- 
posal for paragraph TII.1(e) had intended that that type 
submarine, when dismantled, could be restored--the wording of 
our proposal however prohibited the Soviet side from replacing 
the outer hull. 


Martin commented that he agreed with Yereskovsky that the 
SCG is not the place to come to grips with the whole range of 
terminology required to discuss limitations on submarines, suggest- 
ing that perhaps the SALT Delegations are better prepared to come 
to grips with defining terms such as "shipyard" and "submarine- 
launched ballistic missile." He pointed out that in SALT ONE | 
the process of agreeing on definitions had been quite a lengthy 
process. He recalled his participation in Helsinki during SALT 
VII in work on defining the term "ICBM" and also referred to the 
working group in SALT ONE which worked on definitions on Article ITI 
of the ABM Treaty. Martin restated his view that there is no 
misunderstanding or disagreement regarding the substance of the | 
terms which the US side had included in our Working Document. He 
stated that "nine" is not a magic number--more terms could be 
included; some could be dropped, or combined into other defini- 
tions. The important point is that the document should be a 
complete document; not just one that is half finished. He con- 
cluded by stating that he did not understand why, if there is no 
disagreement .in substance, the Soviet Component could not agree 
to include all the terms used in the procedures in Section III in 
a document of definitions. 
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Yereskovsky had no additional comments to make, Atkinson 
asked if he might make some additional remarks. FitzGerald 
agreed. 


Atkinson stated he would like to address one of the comments 
made by Yereskovsky, and to address some additional subject 
matter. He began stating it is true that none of the definitions 
would be required if two of the US- “proposed procedures were 
followed--" scrapping the submarine" and "removal of the missile 
section." It was however in the context of the US desire to 
accommodate initial Soviet proposals for submarine and SLBM 
dismantling and destruction that the US side proposed paragraph 
IfI.1(e)--it was then that these technical terms became important. 
He stated in paragraph III.1(e) the terms "hull crown plating," 
"framing" and "hull liner" are important to the US side and it 
must be established if they are to be used along with other 
elements of that paragraph. He concluded that as procedures get 
more complex, more technical terms appear. In order to have con- 
fidence in the procedures it is important that all terms be 
defined and included in a common understanding. 


PitzGerald stated he had now had time to look at the Soviet 
working document and consult with experts on the US side--he 
commented that it looked as if the Soviet proposals for the 
terms "sail," "fairwater" and "superstructure" were an improve~ 
ment on the words used in the US proposal of May 13. 


Yereskovsky commented that maybe if the US side looks harder 
at the Soviet working document we might consider it even better. 


FitzGerald stated that in that regard the US Component has a 
working document to present to the Soviet side today which may 
help to resolve the differences that exist. FitzGerald handed 
Yereskovsky the document (Attachment No. 2). FitzGerald pointed 
out after a comment by Yereskovsky regarding the number of terms 
in the document that the US side believes we are able to say that 
both sides had moved a lot closer together on the meaning of 
this document. Regarding the title, FitzGerald stated that the 
US side had seen the "crystal clear logic" of the Soviet argu- 
ment that we are not coming up with definitions but rather we 
are developing interpretations. The US side believes the new 
wording is not in fact definitive; rather it is an attempt to 
make clear that when the Sovict side says one thing in its pro- 
posal it corresponds to the US side's understanding in its pro- 
posal. FitzGerald commented , with regard to the three definitions 

sail," "fairwater" and "superstructure ," that the wording of 
the terms and definitions in both US and Soviet documents are 
nearly the same and that he saw no problem in accepting Soviet 
definitions for them. 
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Regarding the fourth term in US Working Document--"part of 
the pressure hull"--FitzGerald stated the US side had taken that 
term to correspond with US terms based on Kuznetsov/Martin ‘ 
discussions. He stated we had made no attempt to define "hull 
crown plating," "frame" and "hull liners" in our new proposal-- 
we are merely attempting to equate Soviet and US terminology so 
we know this is indeed corresponding terminology. FitzGerald 
stated it is to some extent true that Yereskovsky and he could do 
the same thing while conforming language of the JDT but that this 
would not be beneficial to the people in the US and Moscow. 


FitzGerald stated that after listening to Yereskovsky's 
statement at the last working group meeting. we also had con- 
cluded there was no confusion in the terms “hull crown plating," 
"framework" and "hull liners." We agreed we did not have to 
define them. FitzGerald stated the US side feels that when we 
use different technical language which equates to the same thing, 
the documents should, however, reflect that the different terms 
are in agreement. 


In concluding FitzGerald stated the US side regards the new 
US Working Document as an attempt to meet Soviet considerations 
expressed in regard to the document which the Commissioners have 
assigned us the task of working out. 


Yereskovsky thanked FitzGerald for the working document. He 
stated the Soviet side would certainly study it, and asked Fitz- 
Gerald if he had any further comments for today's meeting. 
FitzGerald responded that he would be glad to answer any questions 
the Soviet side had. 


Yereskovsky suggested that the formal meeting adjourn--he 
would have some questions to ask in private discussion. FitzGerald 
' agreed. 


The meeting was adjourned at 1610. 


Attachments: 

i. Working Document of the Soviet SCC Component, May 15, 1974, 
Agreed Interpretations of Some Terms Used in Section III 
of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms. 

2. Working Document of US SCC Component, May 15, 1974, 

Agreed Interpretation of Some Terms Used in Section III 
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Working Document of the 
Soviet SCC Component 


May 15, 1974 


STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
AGREED INTERPRETATIONS OF SOME TERMS 
USED IN SECTION III OF THE PROCEDURES 
FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 
To ensure uniform understanding of some terms used 
in submarine dismantling procedures, the Commissioners 
have agreed that for the purposes of the provisions of 
Section IIIf of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive 
Arms the terms below shall mean: 
1. SAIL - the structure above the outer hull 
| 4 which encloses the bridge, conning 
tower and retractable devices 


(antennas, periscopes, etc.). 


2. FATRWATER - on submarines on which the upper parts 
of missile launch tubes protrude 
into the enclosure which is adjacent 
to and is an extension of the sail, 
the fairwater is the structure above 
the outer hull which immediately 


encloses the missile launch tubes. 
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3. SUPERSTRUCTURE ~ on submarines on which the upper parts 
of missile launch tubes do not 
protrude into the fairwater, the 
superstructure is the structure above 
the outer hull which encloses the 
missile launch tubes protruding 


through the pressure hull. 
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Working Document of 
US SCC Component 
May 15, 1974 


STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


Used in Section III of the Procedures 


for Strategic Offensive Arms 


Agreed Interpretation of Some Terms 


As a result of discussions held in the SCC working group 
on May 7, 19744, the Commissioners have agreed that, for 
purposes of the provisions of Section III of the Strategic 
Offensive Arms Procedures, the terms below shall mean: 

SATL That structure above the outer hull 
which encloses the bridge, conning 
tower, antennas, periscope, etc. but 
does not enclose the ballistic-missile 
launch tubes. 

FATRWATER On submarines whose ballistic-missile 
section is encbosed by structure adjacent 
and integral to the sail, the FAITRWATER 
is that structure above the outer hull 


which encloses the missile launch tubes. 
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PART OF THE 
PRESSURE _ HULL 


LAUNCH TUBE 


OUTER HULL 


PRESSURE HULL 
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On submarines whose missile launch 

tubes do not protrude into the fairwater, 
SUPERSTRUCTURE is the structure whicn 
extends upward from the outer hull sibove 
the water line and houses the portion 

of the missile launch tube which extends 
above the pressure hull. 

Hull crown plating of the 

pressure hull of a ballistic missile 
submarine together with all 

frame segments and hull liners. 

The cylindrical structure aeten is an 
integral part of the pressure hull and 
which immediately encloses the missile, 

to include the complete missile launcher, 
wiring, piping, and missile launch tube 
foundations. 

The external hull of double-hulled submarines 
The inner hull of double-hulled submarines; 


the external hull of single-hulled submarines. 
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US/USSK STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


Meeting, May 14, 197/41 
US Mission, Geneva 


Persons Present: 


Mr. Graybeal Brig. Gen. Ustinov 
Col. (Ret.) FitzGerald Mr. Karpov 
Mr. Anderson Mr. Yereskovsky 
Cdr, Atkinson Col. Belyanin 
Lt. Col. DeSimone Capt. Kuznetsov 
Mr. Long Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter) 
ude Lt. Cdr. Martin Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter) 
Mr, Smith Capt. Korobchenko 
| Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter) (Military Interpreter) 
w Mr. Afanasenko (Interpreter) 


Commissioner Graybeal welcomed Commissioner Ustinov and 
the members of the Soviet SCC Component, and opened the meeting. 
He explained that, as Ustinov already knew, General Georgi had 
been called to Washington on business not connected with the 
scc, and said that we hoped he would rejoin us by the end of 
this week. He then gave the floor to Ustinov. 


Commissioner Ustinov delivered a prepared statement on 
Para. 1.6 of the offensive arms Procedures (Attachment No. 1), 
and tabled a Soviet Working Document containing proposed 
language for Para. 1.6 of those Procedures (Attachment Now 2 ye 


Mr. Graybeal said the new Soviet proposal and Ustinov's 
statement would be given careful study in the context of 
seeking satisfactory solutions to notification issues. Noting 
that he would restrict himself to two observations by way of 
preliminary response, he said he agreed with Ustinov that the 
problem of limiting accumulation of replacement submarines 
had been satisfactorily resolved with the language we had 
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worked out for Para. 8 of the offensive Protocol. However, 
this was not related to the notification issue now being dis- 
cussed; we are dealing with an entirely different problem, 

that of formulating adequate notification provisions to reduce 
any possibilities for misunderstanding or uncertainty regarding 
activities taking place on either side. The language proposed 
by the U.S. side on May 10 for the second haif of Para 6(b) 
provides for reporting on the number of launchers on replacement 
submarines which had begun sea trials since the last report 

in the SCC. Together with the first part of that proposed 
Para. 6(b), we consider this to be the minimum required 
notification to keep an account of the status of replacement 
launchers and the dismantling or destruction of replaced 
launchers. A preliminary reading of today's Soviet proposal 
reveals that it seems to accept the second half of the U.S. 

May 10 proposal, but eliminates the first half of our May 10 
proposal, which is also important and focused on a matter 
different from the accumulation of SLBM submarines and 
launchers. 


Secondly, Graybeal continued, as he had indicated in his 
May 10 discussion with Ustinov, the notification proposed in 
our Para. 6(b) would merely require reporting on two events 
after they had already taken place. This, in the view of the 
U.S. side, would make an important contribution to reducing 
any misunderstanding or uncertainty regarding SLBM submarines 
specifically with regard to whether such submarines were new 
or replacement submarines. 


These were his preliminary reactions and comments, which 
he hoped would be useful in working out mutually acceptable 
procedures, Graybeal concluded by noting again that he would 
forego further comment until such time as the U.S. side had 
more carefully studied today's Soviet proposal. 


by the U.S. side on this subject. 


Ustinov continued by noting that Graybeal had said the 
U.S. May 10 language concerning notification on launched 
submarines dealt with a different problem from the one concerning 
accumulation. The problems were perhaps different, but the 
essence of the question is one and the same. Therefore, he 
would request that Graybeal give careful attention to Ustinov's 
own statement this morning, that the Soviet side cannot take 
the view that the problems are different. 
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If the matter is going to be put in the way the U.S. 
side proposes, information could be requested concerning 
stages in SLBM submarine construction such as the beginning, 
of construction, the completion of construction, launch of 
the submarine, etc. In the Soviet view this is not required 
by the provisions of the Interim Agreement and its Protocol. 
Both sides have agreed that the starting time for dismantling 
activities would be the time of the beginning of replacement 
submarine sea trials. That point in time was chosen because 
the beginning of sea trials is verifiable by national technical 
means. Therefore, the Soviet view is that no information is 
required concerning replacement submarines which have begun 
sea trials, but in spite of that the Soviet side has found 
it possible to accept the second half of the U.S.-proposed 
Para. 6(b). Therefore, the Soviet side could expect, he 
thought, this constructive step to provide the point of 
departure which would help us solve the whole problem of 
notification. Ustinov concluded by again expressing the hope 
that the U.S. side would give most careful attention to the 
new Soviet proposal tabled today. 


Mr. Graybeal thanked Ustinov for his additional remarks, 
and said that as he had already indicated, the Soviet proposal] 
would be given careful study. He felt that additional direct 
exchanges such as this always helped to provide clarification 
on the positions of the two sides. 


He then asked Ustinov if there were anything else he 
would like to bring up this morning. 


General Ustinov said the Soviet side had nothing further 
to discuss at this plenary mecting. 


Mr. Graybeal said considerable progress had been made in 
some important areas during this SCC session, but two unresolved 
issues--notification and questions having to do with ballistic- 
missile submarine dismantling or destruction--were still before 
us. It was his understanding that the Working Group we had 
established to consider "naval issues" was clarifying termi- 
mology and conducting a useful exchange of information. He 
thought it desirable for that Working Group to have at least one 
more meeting to wind up its activity and enable it to make its 
report to Commissioners. He said he would not like to draw 
any conclusions concerning Section III of the Procedures until 
the Working Group had had at least one more meeting, which 
could be held on May 15 or 16. 
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We said he would like to make a proposal this morning 
designed to facilitate the work of the Working Group and, he 
hoped, contribute to a satisfactory solution of all the 
issues in Section III. Taking account of past exchanges con- 
cerning the U.S.-proposed procedure in Section Tite te) 
concerning sinking of replaced SLBM submarines, and consider- 
ing related factors outside the scope of the SCC, such'as the 
International Convention on Marine Pollution, the U.s. side 
proposes dropping the aforementioned alternative procedure for 
SLBM submarine dismantling or destruction. Thus, from the 
standpoint of the U.S. three alternative procedures now 
remain in Section III - scrapping, removing the submarine's 
missile section and not replacing it except with a significantly 
shorter section, and the proposal which is now in Pera. LET Ce). 


General Ustinov said he completely agreed with Graybeal's 
assessment of the activity of the Working Group, which was now 
basically concentrating on working out agreed terminology in 
connection with Section III of the Procedures. He also con- 
sidered that work quite useful and thought it could facilitate 
mutual understanding. However, the Working Group ‘has other 
questions remaining before it, for instance the new proposals 
submitted by the Soviet side on May 10 for Paras, 1(d) and 4 
of Section III. Of course, Ustinov said, he hoped the U.S. 
side would express its views on these Soviet proposals. 


Ustinov agreed that Graybeal's withdrawal of the U.S. 
"sinking" alternative left four alternative dismantling or 
destruction procedures as proposals in Section III -- the three 
to which Graybeal had referred and the Soviet proposal which 
was identified as Para. TII.1(d). Naturally, since these 
are all valid alternatives one could say that they are all 
applicable to any type of submarine. Therefore, Ustinov said 
he would like the Working Group, in addition to working on 
terminology, to work on the formulations of these proposals. 
For its part, the Soviet side was ready to do this work as 
soon as the U.S. side is prepared, whether before or after 
the return of General Georgi. 


Mr. Graybeal said he understood, and agreed except for 
one point -- that concerning the applicability of all the 
proposed alternative procedures to all classes of submarines. 


Graybeal said that as he had indicated, Georgi would 
probably not rejoin us before May 17, but the U.S. side is 
prepared to proceed in the Working Group with FitzGerald 
substituting for Georgi if there were no objection on the part 
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of the head of the Soviet side of the Working Group, Mr. Karpov. 
He would leave the questions of time, place, and composition 
of the Working Group to FitzGerald and Karpov. 


Graybeal concluded that if Ustinov had nothing further, 
we should adjourn this meeting, and schedule the next meeting 
through our Executive Secretaries after we had had a chance 
to see where things stood in the next couple of days. 


General Ustinov suggested that perhaps the Working Group 
could work on terminology at its next meeting on May 15 or DG 
and then, at the following meeting, work on Section III issues 
under the leadership of Karpov and FitzGerald if Georgi had 
not yet returned. 


Mr. Graybeal said that sounded like an agreeable plan. 


General Ustinov agreed, and noted that of course the 
Commissioners could meet as well, at any time Graybeal desired. 


Mr. Graybeal said, to sum up, that the Working Group would 
meet on May 15 or 16, and again on May 17, and that he and 
Ustinov could meet at any time in accord with the wishes of 
either Commissioner. He then adjourned the meeting. 


Attachments: 
T. Ustinov Statement on Para. 1.6, offensive arms 


Procedures 
2, Soviet Working Document 
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' OFFENSIVE ARMS PROCEDURES 


May 14, 1974 


Mr. Commissioner, 

Taking into account past discussions, today I want. 
to address the question of notification, specifically, 
to consider paragraph I.6 of the Procedures for 
Strategic Offensive Arms in connection with those 
proposals for subparagraph (b) which you officially 


tabled during our informal discussion of May 10. 


The position of the Soviet side and specific 
proposals for modified wording of this paragrabvh were 


set forth in our statement of May 7, 1974. 


In studying ‘the new formulation of subparagraph (b), 
proposed by the U.S. side, we note that to a certain 
degree it takes into account the point of view of the 
Soviet side on the question of prior notification. 
specifically, deletion of the provision for notification 
on the number of ballistic missile launchers on sub- 
marines, that will begin sea trials during the next 


six-month period, is a step in the right direction. 


However, in place of the deleted provision, the 


U.S. side included in this subparagraph a provision for 


SECRET ; 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


2 
Approved For Regease 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T004354Q900400010001-2 
notification on the number of launchers on submarines 


"which have been launched but not yet begun sea trials." 


I must say candidly that the U.S. side's tabling 
of a proposal on inclusion in the notification informa- 
tion on submarines "which have been launched but not 
yet begun sea triais" only puzzles the Soviet SCC 


Component. 


Doesn't it seem to you, Mr. Commissioner, that by 


doing so the U.S. Component of the SCC thereby again, 

and seemingly anew,is opening a discussion of problems 
which have already been the subject of thorough considera- 
tion and solved on a mutually acceptable basis? MThere- 
fore I will not repeat those arguments which the Soviet 
side presented ae the last session of the SCC in connec- 
tion with consideration of the U.S. proposal for limiting 


to a specific number submarines that have been launched 


but have not yet begun sea trials. 


I merely want to say that the sides found a solution 
at that time. They agreed that the number of replacement 
ballistic missile submarines which are under construction 
simultaneously shall not exceed a number consistent with 
a normal construction schedule. The concept of a normal 


construction schedule was formulated in paragraph 8 of 
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U.S side's proposal for limiting to four the number 

of pavieetae missile submarines concurrently in a 
launched status was withdrawn. It would seem that 

the issue had been resolved. Now, you are again raising 
the same question in essence though in a different 
context--the context of notification. Clearly such a 


proposal cannot be acceptable to the Soviet side. 


The Soviet side also believes it necessary to draw 
the attention of the U.S. Component of the SCC to the 
fact that with respect to replacement procedures for 
ICBMs and ballistic-missile submarines the sides have 
agreed to a kind of time criterion, which establishes 
that dismantling of replaced ICBM and SLBM launchers 
must begin not later thun the time of the beginning of 


sea trials of the replacement submarine. 


Therefore, information concerning earlier stages 
of construction or fitting out of a replacement sub- 
marine is not required; there is no need whatsoever for 
it from the point of view of implementing the replace- 
ment provisions of the Interim Agreement and the Protocol 


thereto. 


Mr. Commissioner, at the same time, desiring to 


promote progress toward achieving mutually acceptable 
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solutions in the area of notification, the Soviet 
side accepts your proposal for specifying the number 
of ballistic missile launchers on replacement sub- 
marines which have begun sea trials during the period 


Since the last notification. 


‘In this connection the proposals for wording of 
paragraph I.6 of the Procedures for strategic offensive 


arms, tabled by us on May 7, could read as follows. 
(Paragraph I.6 is read) 


Mr. Commissioner, J] hope that this new proposal of 
the Soviet side will move us significantly forward in 
the matter of resolving the whole notification issue 


and will contribute to overall success in our work. 


Thank you for your attention. 
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Official translation 
Working Document of the 
Soviet SCC Component 


May 14, 1974 


PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


Section I, paragraph 6 


6, Notification of dismantling or destruction of 
ICBM launchers and ballistic-missile launchers on replaced 
submarines shall be given through the Standing Consulta- 
tive Commission twice annually, reflecting the actual 
status as of the beginning of cach regular Barenen of 
the Commission and covering the period since the last 


report in the scCc: 


(a) on the number of ICBM launchers, deployed 
prior to 1964, and SLPM launchers on which 


dismantling or destruction has been completed; 


(b) on the number of ballistic-missile launchers 
on replacement submarines which have begun 


sea trials; 


(c) on the number of ICBM and SLBM launchers, 
out of the number dismantled or destroycd, 
which have been replaced by pallistic-missile 
launchers on modern submarines since the last 


_report. 
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US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


Meeting, May 7, 1974 
U.S. Mission, Geneva 


Persons Present: 


Mr. Graybeal Brig. Gen. Ustinov 

Brig. Gen, Georgi Mr. Yereskovsky 

Col. (Ret.) C. G- FitzGerald Col. Belyanin 

Mr. Anderson Capt. Kuznetsov 

Cdr. Atkinson Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter) 
Lt. Col. DeSimone Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter) 
Mr, Long Capt. Korobchenko 

Lt. Cdr. Martin (Military Interpreter) 
Mr. Smith 


Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter) 
Mr. Afanasenko (Interpreter) 


Commissioner Graybeal welcomed the Soviet Component of the 
SCC, and declared the meeting open. He said that the U.S. 
Component was sorry to hear that Mr. Karpov was ill, and wished 
him a rapid recovery and a speedy return to work. He also 
introduced Cdr. Atkinson, who was with us for the first time 
today and would be working with us for the remainder of this 
ScCc Session. 


Commi.ssioner Ustinov thanked Graybeal, and said that he 


shared those thoughts expressed in Graybeal's opening remarks, 
and that the Soviet Component was happy to welcome Cdr. Atkinson. 


Mr. Graybeal said that in accord with the understanding 
discussed by our Executive Secretaries, he would speak first. 
He said he had a statement with respect to Section III of the 
strategic offensive arms Procedures, delivered his prepared 
comments, and handed over a Working Document containing the 
language being proposed as paragraph TEL et (Attachment No. 1). 


General Ustinov said that Graybeal's statement would be 
carefully studied by the Soviet side. By way of preliminary 
reaction, he wanted to say that the Soviet Component considered 
the proposal it tabled on April 30, on the scope of dismantling 
for SLBM submarines, to be quite constructive; it was a significant 
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move in the direction of the U.S, side's position. He said 

he was sorry that the U.S. Component had not yet found a way 
to bring its position closer to that set forth by the Soviet 
side on April 30. 


He then delivered a prepared statement on shipyards for 
SLBM submarine destruction or dismantling (Attachment No. 2), 
and tabled a Soviet Working Document containing proposed new 
wording for paragraph III.1 of the strategic offensive arms 
Procedures (Attachment No. 3). 


Mr. Graybeal thanked Ustinov, and said that both the 
‘statement and the proposal would be given careful consideration. 
He said he had noted that the Soviet proposal was for paragraph 
III.1(e), and asked whether he had properly understood. Was 
this proposal being suggested as a subparagraph of paragraph 1, 
or as a new added paragraph for Section III? That is, did the 
Soviet side intend that it apply to all the alternative dismantling . 
procedures, or only to one of them? 


General Ustinov said that Graybeal had correctly understood 
the way the proposal was numbered, but that it could be included 
as a new paragraph 4, or as a new paragraph anywhere in Section 
ITI, in the same way that Graybeal had proposed his own new 
paragraph for Section III this morning. 


Mr. Graybeal said he understood. He then stated that as 
he understood the scenario that had been worked out for this 
morning's meeting, General Ustinov had another statement he 
wished to make at this point. : 


General Ustinov laughed and said that he thought he would 
be out of turn, but quickly added that he was nevertheless 
prepared. He delivered a statement on notification (Attachment 
No. A), and tabled a Soviet Working Document containing proposed 
language for paragraph I.6 of the strategic offensive arms 
Procedures (Attachment No. 5). 


Mr, Graybeal said that the new Soviet proposal and the 
statement Ustinov had made in connection with it would both be 
very carefully studied. He would postpone any comment on the 
specifics of that proposal until he had had a chance to carefully 
study the newly proposed language for paragraph 6, and would 
restrict his comments this morning to some .general observations, 


The U.S. side, Graybeal said, had addressed the question of 
notification on numerous occasions, specifically, during this 
session, on April 19, April 23, and May 3. As Ustinov had noted 
in his statement, there is agreement between us that notification 
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is not required for adequate verification of compliance by 
national technical means. However, Graybeal continued, as he 

had indicated on April 19 and May 3, the utility of notification 
is much broader than that, and should be considered on its 

own merits. The U.S. side has set forth its views on this 
subject, and hopes that they will be taken into account, just 

as the Soviet views presented this morning would be taken into 
account. He would encourage the Soviet side to carefully study 
the U.S. proposal presented today regarding modifications to 
Section III of the offensive Procedures. This proposal would 

not require any prior notification, predesignation, or designation 
of the shipyards to be used for dismantling or destruction unless 
yards other than those used for construction of ballistic missile 
submarines were used. He wanted to note, in this connection, 
that when we referred to shipyards used for construction, we 
included fitting out of submarines. 


Graybeal said that we have made progress in this SCC 
Session, but still have some very difficult and complex issues 
before us. He would agree with Ustinov's comment that further 
progress toward the mutually agreed procedures we are trying 
to work out requires taking into account the views and consider- 
ations of both sides. He assured Ustinov again that Soviet views 
would be studied by the U.S. side, just as we would ask the 
Soviet side to study our views, and we would be returning to 
the subject of Section III, as well as to the subject of 
notification, at subsequent meetings. 


Mr. Graybeal said that the U.S. side agrees with the 
proposal Ustinov made at the May 3 meeting, concerning establishment 
of a working group to take account of the views of both sides 
on Section III, to clarify the terminology used by both sides 
in addressing that complex subject so as to be sure that we 
understood one another, and to make, if possible, recommendations 
on Section III to the SCC Commissioners. 


Before adjourning this meeting so that the working group 
could begin its own work, Graybeal said, ne wanted to note that 
the Executive Secretaries had today conformed the Russian and 
English texts of Section II of the strategic offensive arms 
Procedures, as well as paragraph 1.2 of the ABM Procedures, and 
that we could exchange those texts this morning. He added that 
this summary of his understanding of where we stand in terms of 
the working group schedule and the exchange of texts was not 
intended to preclude Ustinov's making further comments on the 
substantive issues being discussed. . 
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General Ustinov noted that the Soviet side carefully studies 
all statements made by the U.S, side at sca meetings, as well as 
those made during informal conversations between Commissioners 
after those meetings. He believed that there were two basic 
questions remaining to which we must give primary attention 
at this point in time; these were the questions of naval matters 
and notification. With mutual and careful attention to those 
matters, we can make progress, just as we have made progress 
and achieved solutions to other questions which were no less 
complex or important. 


Ustinov, reading from a prepared note, said that the 
Executive Secretary of the Soviet SCC Component, Mr. Yereskovsky, 
had reported that he and Col. FitzGerald had completed conforming 
the texts of Section II of the offensive arms Procedures, and 
paragraph I.e of the ABM Procedures. These could be considered 
Joint Texts as of May 7, with the understanding that they are 
subject to consideration by Governments and that either side 
could propose amendments or changes if they were deemed necessary. 
He handed Graybeal the Russian language texts of the referenced 
portions of the Joint Draft Texts, 


Mr. Graybeal said he agreed with Ustinov's statement 
concerning the status of those portions of the documents we 
are working on, and said he would like to pass to Ustinov the 
English language texts which were to be considered preliminarily 
agreed by Commissioners (Attachment No. . 


He then asked if Ustinov had any further matters to bring 
up today. 


General Ustinov said he had nothing more for this morning. 


Mr. Graybeal suggested that in that case, the next meeting 
of the SCC be scheduled based on progress in the working group. 
We could keep in touch while monitoring the activity of the 
working group, and thus determine an appropriate time for the 
next SCC meeting. 


General Ustinov agreed, and noted with satisfaction 
Graybeal's acceptance of the proposal to establish a working 
group which would be headed by Yereskovsky and FitzGerald today. 
As he saw it, the task for today's working group meeting would 
be to go over the terminology used by both sides in Section III 
of the strategic offensive arms Procedures. He said he did not 
know whether or not Graybeal agreed, but he thought that in the 
future, for example on May 10, the working group could continue 
its work under the chairmanship of Mr, Karpov-and General Georgi, 
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and attempt to find solutions on Section III which were 
satisfactory for both sides. Later, taking account of 

progress made in the working group, we could set a date for 

the next SCC meeting. If the working group was successful 

in its work, we could further apply the same approach with 
respect to the questions of notification which had been referred 
to at today's meeting. 


He closed by reminding the U.S. side of its invitation to 
lunch at the Soviet Mission tomorrow, May 8, at 1:00 p.m. 


Mr. Graybeal agreed that the working group, headed by 
FitzGerald and Yereskovsky and with the participation of 
advisors directly concerned with naval matters, should go to 
work today. He saw no reason why we could not agree to continue 
that work on Friday, May 10, under the chairmanship of General 
Georgi and Mr. Karpov, and decide on the date of the next SCC 
meeting after that. He did not want, however, to comment on, - 
or prejudge, the desirability of establishing a working group 
on notification, 


He said the U.S. Component was pleased, as always, to 
accept an invitation to lunch from the Soviet Component. He 
thought that such occasions were extremely enjoyable and that 
the exchanges which took place at them were very useful, but he 
was not certain that our waistlines could always tolerate them. 

General Ustinov nodded in assent to Graybeal's remarks. 

Graybeal declared the meeting adjourned at 12:15 p.m. 
Attachments: 


1. Graybeal Comments and U.S. Working Document on Section 
IIlIl of the Strategic Offensive Arms Procedures 


2. Ustinov Statement on Shipyards for SLBM Submarine 
Destruction or Dismantling 

3. Soviet Working Document on para III.1 of Strategic 
Offensive Arms Procedures 

4, Ustinov Statement on Notification 

5. Soviet Working Document on para 1.6 of Strategic Offensive 
Arms Procedures 

6, Joint Draft Texts, Section II of Offensive Procedures, 
and paragraph I.2, ABM Procedures . 
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COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL'S COMMENTS - SECTION III oF 


PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


May 7, 1974 


H 


1. Mr. Commissioner, at our meeting on April. 30% 
I set forth U.S. -views regarding the procedures for 
dismantling or destruction of ballistic-missile submarines 
and SLBM launchers replaced by new ballistic-missile 
submarines and SLBM launchers. As I stated then, we 
believe the U.S. proposals in the JDis of April. 19, L974, 
as revised by the U.S, side on April 30, provide a firm 


basis for agreement. 


2. I have reviewed: the Soviet statements regarding 
procedures for dismantling or destruction of ballistic- 
missile submarines and SLBM launchers and am convinced 
that the sthenative procedures proposed by the U.S. 

Side should be acceptable to both sides. In my opinion, 
the Soviet proposal for Section Ete Para.1(d) Of April, 305 


1974 does not adequately meet the criteria set forth in 


Para. 3 of the Protocol, Thererore. ib ts not an acceptable 


substitute for Para. 
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3. I believe there is complete agreement between us 
on the fundamental point that the procedures for the 
dismantling or destruction of ballistic-missile submarines 
and SLBM launchers must satisfy the agreed criteria 
contained in Para. 3 of the Strategic Offensive Arms 
Protocol. The four alternative procedures proposed by 
the eon side clearly do meet these criteria. Further, 
the U.S. side firmly believes that the U.S.-proposed 
procedures provide adequate and effective alternatives 
for all presently known classes of submarines. The 
procedures we have proposed are verifiable by national 
technical means, and they are such that reactivation 
time of replaced submarines and launchers would not be 
substantially less than the time required for new 
construction. It is my view that the alternative procedures 
proposed by the U.S. side provide for reasonable enonomy 
of effort and funds, and permit the possibility of using 
the submarines, after dismantling, for purposes not 
inconsistent with the provisions of the Interim Agreement 


and its Protocol. 
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4, Mr. Commissioner, we are agreed that the task 
before us is to work out mutually agreed procedures 
governing replacement, dismantling or destruction, and 
notification thereof, for strategic offensive arms called 
for by the Interim Agreement. Today, in an effort to 
move our negotiations forward toward this goal, the U.S. 
side is proposing a significant modification to Section III 
of the Strategic Offensive Arms Procedures concerning 
ballistic-missile submarine and SLBM launcher dismantling. 
Specifically, we propose to add a fourth paragraph to 


Section III as follows: 
(Read and hand over text) 


4, "Ballistic-missile submarine and SLBM 
launcher dismantling shall be carried 
out at those shipyards where ballistic- 
missile submarine construction is 
accomplished, or at additionally agreed 


(or designated) shipyards." 
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5. The U.S. side proposes that this sentence become 
new Para. 4 in Section IfI. With the addition of this 
paragraph, the U.S. side is prepared to drop the present 
requirement for "predesignated shipyards" and "agreed 


shipyards" in Paras. TII.1(b) (c) and (e). 


6. This new U.S. approach has a precedent in 
the SALT negotiations--it parallels Article IV of the 
ABM Treaty dealing with ABM test ranges wherein the U.S. 
and Soviet Union have agreed on "currently or additionally 


agreed test ranges.” 
s IV. 


7. Mr. Commissioner, I emphasize again the firm 
conviction of the U.S. side that the ballistic-missile 
submarine and SLBM launcher dismantling or destruction 
procedures proposed by the U.S. side provide a sound 


basis for agreement on Section III. 
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Working Document of 

US SCC Component 

May 7, 1974 
STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS PROCEDURES 


SECTION ITI, PARAGRAPH 4 


III.4. "Ballistic-missile submarine and 
SLBM launcher dismantling shall be 
carried out at those shipyards where 
ballistic-missile submarine construc- 
tion is accomplished, or at additionally 


agreed (or designated) shipyards." 
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DISMANTLING 
May 7, 1974 
Mr. Commissioner, 
At today's meeting I would aiso like to address 
again the question of shipyards at which submarine 


dismantling or destruction will be accomplished. 


I have already set forth the position of the Soviet 
side on this question and it remains valid. I repeat 


again, briefly,its basic elements. 


In our view, prior notification on the location of 
submarine dismantling or destruction is inadvisable for 


the following reasons: 


first, in our view, designation of shipyards supplants 
the functions of national technical means which are 
charged with verifying compliance with the Interim Agree- 


ment and the Procedures we are working outs 


second, dismantling or destruction of submarines 
takes a long time, during which eal technical means 
of verification are capable, with a high degree of 
reliability, of carrying out verification of the progress 
of this work. The duration of the process of dismantling 
in conjunction with its aceGinp lishment in the open, on 
which both sides agree,permits each side to follow the 
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progress of the dismantling work with adequate confidence, 
wherever it is carricd out. This being so, it is our 
deep conviction that no additional information on this 
question is required. At the same time, taking into 
account the position of the U.S. side on this question 
and desiring to assure achievement of a mutually 
acceptable solution, the Soviet side considers it 
possible to propose the following wording for Section IJI1 
of the Procedures for strategic offensive arms. (The 
wording is read). In order to clarify the meaning of 
"aigsmantling area," I can say that for the United States-- 
this can be, for example, the Atlantic and Pacific areas, 


and for the Soviet Union--the Northern and Pacific areas. 


Mr, Commissioner, we hope that the U.S. Component 
of the SCC will carefully study the new, constructive 
Soviet proposal aimed at successful accomplishment of 


the tasks before us. 


This proposal will. contribute to purposeful verifica- 
tion of the dismantling of ballistic-missile submarines 
being replaced, insisted upon by the U.S. side, and at 
the same time will make it possible to avoid agreeing 
on specific locations of this work, to which the Soviet 


side objects as a matter of principle. 


Thank you for your attention. 
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Official translation 
Soviet Working Document 


May 7; 1974 


PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


paragraph TII.1 


(e) Dismantling or destruction of replaced 
ballistic-missile submarines, carried out in 
accordance with the specified procedures, shall be 


accomplished in designated areas. 
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May 7, 1974 


Mr. Commissioner, 

At today's meeting I will once again address the 
notification questions to which a mutually acceptable 
solution has not yet been found at the current session, 


due to differences between us. 


We have repeatedly set forth in detail the position 
of the Soviet side on these questions; therefore, there 
is no need to address it fully. I merely want to direct 
your attention once again to its main provisions of 


principle: 


The Soviet side is against prior notifications. 
because, just as the U.S. side, it believes that with 
national technical means of verification at the disposal 
of both sides, such notifications are not necessary for 
verification purposes. In as much as they are not 
required for verification, there is no need to include 


them in the Procedures. 


We believe that for these same reasons, advance 
designation of shipyards where dismantling of SLBM 
launchers is carried out, should also ‘not be included 
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in the Procedures. In its place we have proposed 

today the designation of areas for submarine dismantling. 
This is a constructive proposal of the Soviet side. It 
is aimed at achieving agreement on this question with 


account for the proposals of the U.S. side. 


Taking into account that in their statements at the 
first, second, and current sessions both sides have 
emphasized the reliability of national technical means 
with respect to questions of verifying /compliance 
with/ obligations assumed by the sides, we also believe 
that it is superfluous to specify in the notifications 
the number of launchers by type, since national technical 
means can determine with full reliability what types of 


launchers are undergoing dismantling. 


With regard to the proposals of the U.S. side concern- 


ing notification on the number of launchers, dismantling 
of which is in process, we believe that such notification 
will add nothing to the Procedures but complications 


in accounting, and therefore, consider it inadvisable. 


In view of the reasons given by me, the Soviet 
Component of the Commission remains convinced that 
notification must be made at the beginning of each 


regular session of the SCC. on the number of dismantled 
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or destroyed ICBM, SLBM, and ABM launchers and radars, 
as well as on the number of ICBM and SLBM launchers 


which have been replaced since the last report. 


Such a proposal of the Soviet side should be 
regarded as a part of the mutually agreed procedures 
being worked out by us. Obviously, in order to make 
progress on this question, it is necessary to take into 


account the points of view and positions of both sides. 


Desiring to promote progress in our negotiations, 
today we are proposing for consideration a refined 
formulation of paragraph 1.6 of the Procedures for 


strategic offensive arms. 
(Wording of ‘paragraph 1.6 is read) 
Careful study of the text of this formulation will 


show you that in subparagraph (a) we have used the word 
that 


"actual," and/the provision contained in subparagraph (b) 


is formulated somewhat differently from the way it was 


in the previous Soviet proposal. 


Mr. Commissioner, this was done with account for 
those discussions in the course of which opinions were 


expressed about the possibility of situations when, for 
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various reasons, the number of replacement launchers 


could exceed the number dismantled, 


That wording of paragraph 6,which we are now 
proposing,makes it more clear that we are speaking of 
the actual status with respect to dismantling and 
replacement as of the beginning of a regular session 
of the SCC. It shows that the number of launchers 
replaced can be equal to or less than, but certainly 
not greater than, the number of launchers dismantled 
or destroyed. We have also taken into account the 
common point of view of both sides that the number of 
dismantled launchers and the number of replaced launchers 
constitute two different categories and therefore are 


subject to separate accounting. 


Mr. Commissioner, we believe that the new Soviet 
wording of paragraph I.6 of the Procedures for strategic 
offensive arms represents a step forward toward resolving 
the question of notification procedures. We hope that 
the U.S. Component of the Commission will carefully study 


this proposal. 


Thank you for your attention. 
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Official translation 
Soviet Working Document 


May 7, 1974 


PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 
paragraph 1.6 

6. Notification of dismantling or destruction of 
ICBM launchers and ballistic-missile launchers on 
replaced submarines shall be given through the Standing 
Consultative Commission twice annually, reflecting the 
actual status as of the beginning of each regular 
session of the Commission and covering the period since 
the last report in the SCC; 

(a) on the number of ICBM launchers,deployed prior 
to 1964, and SLBM launchers on which dismantling or 
destruction has been completed; 

(b) on the number of ICBM and SLBM launchers, out 
of the number dismantled or destroyed, which have been 
replaced by ballistic-missile launchers on modern sub- 


marines since the last report. 
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1. In all cases the following actions shall be 


accomplished in carrying out dismantling or destruction: 


(a) 


removal from the launch site of the supply of 
missiles and their components, warheads, and 


mobile equipment; and 


dismantling of fixed launch equipment, erecting 
and handling equipment, and propellant-handling 
equipment, associated with the launcher and 
located at the launch site, and removal of all 
dismantled equipment from the launch site. 
Launch equipment is understood to be systems, 
components, and instruments required to launch 


a missile. 


2. In the case of soft launch sites, in addition to the 


actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions shall 


be performed: 
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(a) areas of the Launch pads centered on the launch 
stand and at least 20 meters in diameter and 
missile launch control posts (bunkers) shall 


be made unusable by dismantling or destruction; 


(b) fuel storage tanks shall be dismantled and 


removed from the launch site; and 


(c) debris of destroyed areas of launch pads and 
of missile launch control posts (bunkers), 
and the fuel storage tank foundations may 
be removed, and, after six months, the places 

wd where they were located may be covered with 


earth. 


3. In the case of silo launch sites, in addition to 
the actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions 


shall be performed: 


(a) silo doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas ducting, 
launch tubes, and silo headworks shall be 
dismantled or destroyed, and dismantled components 


shall be removed from the launch site; and 
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(b) after the actions provided for in sub-paragraph (a) 
above have been accomplished, the silo shall 
remain open for a period of six months, after 


which it may be filled with earth. 


4. After dismantling or destruction has been accomplished 
accordance with the above procedures, facilities remaining 
ICBM launch sites shall not be used for storage, support, 
launch of ICBMs but may, at the discretion of the Parties, 
used for purposes not inconsistent with the provisions 


the Interim Agreement and the Protocol thereto. 


5. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ICBM launchers 


shall be completed no later than four months after the 


replacement submarine begins sea trials. 
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Joint Draft Text 

Paragraph 1.2 of Procedures 

for ABM Systems 

Preliminarily Agreed by Commissioners 
May 7, 1974 eee 


2. Silo launchers shall be made unusable by 
dismantling or destruction of their above-ground 
structures and headworks, and removal of launcher 
rails. Silo-launcher debris may be removed and 


after six months the silos may be filled with earth. 
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US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
Meeting, May 3, 1974 


Soviet Mission, Geneva 


Persons Present: 


Mr. Graybeal Brig. Ger:. Ustinov 

Brig. Gen. Georgi Mr. Karpov 

Col. (Ret.) C. G,. FitzGerald Mr. Yereskovsky 

Mr. Anderson Col. Belyanin 

Lt. Col. DeSimone Capt. Kuznetsov 

Mr. Long Mr, Marchuk (Interpreter) 
Lt. Cdr. Martin Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter) 
Mr, Smith Capt. Korobchenko : 

Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter) (Military Interpreter) 


Mr. Afanasenko (Interpreter) 
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Commissioner Graybeal gave his prepared comments on paragraph 
r.2 of the ABM Procedures (Attachment No. 1). 


General Ustinov delivered a brief prepared statement on 
the same subject, and tabled a Soviet Working Document containing 
the formulation for paragraph 1.2 of the ABM Procedures which, 
in the view of the Soviet SCC Component, should become "orelimn- 
inarily agreed by Commissioners" (Attachment No. 2), 


Mr. Graybeal said that a quick review of the Soviet Working 
Document just handed to him, along with Ustinov's remarks, 
indicated that the two sides have preliminary agreement concerning 
that paragraph dealing with dismantling or destruction of silo 
ABM launchers. 


He said he had noted that the Soviet side, apparently based 
on the precedent in the draft offensive arms Procedures, had used 
the formulation "may" rather than "shall" (be filled with earth) 
with respect to the action to be taken six months after the 
dismantling or destruction of the launchers. His preliminary 
reaction was that the language of the paragraph as it appeared 
in the Soviet Working Document could be considered "preliminarily 
agreed by Commissioners,’ including that use of the word "may." 
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He added that we should probably task our Executive Secretaries 
to conform the English and Russian texts of the language for 
paragraph 1.2; though he saw no major problems, it could be 
checked now. He commented that he was happy to see that we had 
solved this “and/or” problem much more easily than similar 
problems in the early phases of SALT, which Mr. Karpov, in 
particular, would appreciate. 


Graybeal said he would like to return to a subject which 
still remains one of the unresolved issues before us in our 
efforts to work out mutually agreed procedures, and present some 
considerations on notification. He then delivered his prepared 
comments on that subject (Attachment No. 3), and inserted the 
comment that he would not repeat all of the arguments and rationale 
previously presented by the U.S. side for its proposals. 


General Ustinov said that Graybeal's statement would be 
studied, and immediately launched into his statement on paragraph 
I.2 of the offensive arms Procedures, concerning the definition 
of a "modern SLBM" (Attachment No. 4). In connection with that, 
he tabled a Soviet Working Document consisting of proposed language 
for that paragraph (Attachment No. 5). 


Mr. Graybeal said the U.S. side had carefully listened to 
Ustinov's remarks, and added that both the statement and the 
proposal would be carefully studied. 


He had one question, however; to clarify Ustinov's proposal 
concerning establishment of a working group, he wanted to know 
whether that working group, “in Ustinov's view, would discuss 
both the proposed language for paragraph 1.2 and the remaining 
issues’ in Section III of the offensive arms Procedures. He had 
understood Ustinov's statement in that way, and had further 
understood Ustinov to say that he considered it possible to 
discuss the possibility of agreeing on the language proposed 
today for paragraph 1.2 provided mutually acceptable solutions 
are found for-sSection T1i. 


General Ustinov said that when he proposed establishing a 
working group, he had in mind that the respective positions of 
the sides on naval matters would be clarified in more detail. 
This included Section III and paragraph 1.23; what he also had 
in mind was a detailed study of the proposals of both sides on 
the questions in those parts of the Joint Draft Text, with a 
view to trying to arrive at a common view on them. The Soviet 
side felt that General Georgi and Mr. Karpov should be assisted 
in their work by the appropriate experts from both Components 
of the SCC. He said he further felt that in order to clarify 
the matters in question, the working group would probably need 
only a meeting or two, after which work on these subjects could 
continue in the forum of the entire SCC, 
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& j Mr. Graybeal thanked Ustinov for the additional clarification 
ww of his proposal, and said that he understood it. He stated that 
he would like a little time to “think about it and discuss it 

with the other members of. the U.S. Component, and that he would 
respond to the proposal as soon as possible. He indicated that 
General Ustinov again had the floor. 


General Ustinov said he had no further matters to bring 
up today. 


Mr. Graybeal said that he, also, had nothing further. 


General Ustinov stated that, in that case, we could probably 
agree that the next meeting would take place on Tuesday, May 7, 
at 11:00 a.m. The decision as to whether it would be a plenary 
session of the SCC or a meeting of the working group could be 
made after Graybeal had decided whether or not to accept the 
proposal to establish a working group. 


Mr. Graybeal remarked that the two sides might even decide 
to have both kinds of meetings on May 7, and schedule a working 
group meeting to follow an SCC meeting on that date. 


General Ustinov said that was also possible, and adjourned 
the meeting at 11:35 a.m., commenting as he did so that he would 
await Graybeal's response concerning the establishment of a 
working group. 


Attachments: 
| 1, Graybeal Comments on para I.2 of ABM Procedures 
| 2, Ustinov Statement on para 1.2 of ABM Procedures, and 
Soviet Working Document 
3. Graybeal Comments on Notification 
1. =6Ustinov Statement on para I.2 of Offensive Arms Procedures 
5. Soviet Working Document on para 1.2 of Offensive Arms 
Procedures 
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COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAILJS COMMENTS - PARAGRAPH I.e. OF 


PROCEDURES FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS 


May 3, 19744 


1. Mr. Commissioner, the only bracketed portions of 
the Joint Draft Texts for the Protocol and Procedures for 
ABM Systems and Their Components, other than those related 
to notification, are the two words "and" versus "or" in 
paragraph I.2 of the Procedures. The issue, simply stated, 


is whether dismantling or destruction of the headworks (if 


present) should be mandatory or optional. 


2. The U.S. side continues to believe that, where 
headworks are present, their dismantling or destruction 
should be mandatory. Without such a provision the agreed 
reactivation time criterion contained in paragraph 3 of 


the Protocol would not be met. 


3. We are aware of no reason why a procedure similar 
to that preliminarily agreed to for silo ICBM launchers 
should not also be applied to those silo ABM launchers 


which have headworks. 
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4. Mr, Commissioner, the procedures we are discussing 
this morning apply to "Excess ABM Launchers at Test Ranges." 
It is understood that these procedures shall not prejudice 
vhe scope or terms of the procedures to be worked out for 
dismantling or destruction and replacement of ABM systems 
and their Bomncnente. at operational ABM deployment areas 


as provided for in the ABM Treaty. 
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Mr. Commissioner, 

Today we would’ like to express our views concerning 
the Procedures governing dismantling or destruction of 
ABM systems and their components, specifically, that 
part of Section I of this document which concerns the 
eee OF ehenshttine or destruction of excess ABM 


launchers at test ranges. 


We have again carefully studied the proposal tabled 
by the U.S. side at SCC-II on paragraph 1.2 of the ABM | 
Procedures, concerning the scope of measures necessary 
for putting silo launchers in a condition that precludes 


the possibility of their use for launching ABMs. 


We, also, believe that the dismantling of ABM silo 
launchers at test ranges can be carried out applying that 
scope preliminarily agreed by us on April 30, 1974 for 
land-based silo ICBM launchers. Therefore, the Soviet 
side proposes the following wording for paragraph 1.2 


of the ABM Procedures: 
"5, Silo launchers shall be made unusable by 


dismantling or destruction of their ahove-ground structures 
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launcher debris may be removed and after six months 


the silos may be filled with earth." 


Thank you for your attention. 
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Official translation 


ve’ : Soviet Working Document 


- May 3, 1974 


ABM PROCEDURES 


Section I, paragraph 2 


2, Silo launchers shall be made unusable by 
dismantling or destruction of their above-ground 
structures and headworks and removal of launcher 
rails. Silo-launcher debris may be removed and 


after six months the silos may be filled with earth. 
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COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL'S COMMENTS - NOTIFICATION 


May 3, 1974 


1. Mr. Connitee (ones: we have carefully studied the 
statements you made and we note that you are still studying 
the clarifications we provided to your questions on 
notification. But, the two sides still appear to be far 
apart on the overall issue of notification in spite of 
the efforts made by the U.S. side to facilitate progress 


in this area, ; 


ae. It remains the U.S. position that certain notification 
provisions would promote the objectives of the ABM Treaty 
and the Interim Agreement by reducing the possibilities for 
uncertainties and misunderstandings and thereby enhance the 
viability of these agreements and contribute to continued 
improved relations between our two countries. ‘The U.S. side 
believes that significant benefits could be achieved at 
little or no cost or effort, and at no risk to the security 


interests of either side. 
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3. Mr. Commissioner, I would like to reemphasize the 
importance the U.S. side attaches to including adequate 
notification provisions in the mutually agreed procedures 
we are charged with working out in the SCC. Consequently, 

I repeat that the U.S. proposals regarding notification should 
be considered on their own merit as an integral part of the 
mutually agreed procedures we are developing. Progress 
requires taking into account the views and concerns of both 


Sides. 
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON PARAGRAPH I.2 OF STRATEGIC 
OFFENSIVE Ani4S PROCEDURES 


May 3, 1974 


Mr. Commissioner, es 
At today's meeting I would like to return again 
to paragraph I.2 of the Procedures for strategic 


offensive arms. 


The Soviet side has already expressed its point of 
view on this question on April 19, 1974. Briefly stated, 
we believe the addition proposed by the U.S. side to be 
superfluous, since the definition of a modern SLBM, as 
it applies to the tasks of the procedures which we are 
working out, is expressed with adequate completeness 


in the agreed portion of the formulation for paragraph 2. 


On April 19, 1974 the U.S. side submitted for the 
Commission's consideration two modified alternative | 
versions of wording, supplementing its bracketed proposal 
of November 16, 1973, and stated that it considers these 


to be preferable. 


The Soviet Component of the Commission has carefully 
studied these drafts and remains convinced that introduc- 
tion of the proposed addition to paragraph 2 will not 
add anything new of substance in terms of accomplishing 
the tasks steming from the Interim Agreement and the 


Protocol thereto. 
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Mr. Commissioner, there is a large group of 
questions concerning batlistic-missile submarines under 
consideration by the Commission. It is apparent from 
past discussions that achievement of mutually acceptable 
solutions to these questions is meeting with rather 


considerable difficulties. 


It would appear useful to approach solution of 
these questions taking into account all aspects of this 
matter, especially the fact that both the definition of 
a modern SLBM, and resolution of the questions contained 
in Section III of the Procedures, ought to be considered 
in the context of the provisions of the Interim Agreement 
concerning the replacement of weapons, covered by that 


agreement, by new ballistic-missile submarines. 


Therefore, desiring to facilitate finding mutually 
acceptable solutions, and taking into account the 
fapontéties which the U.S. side attaches to the addition 
to paragraph 1.2 of the Procedures for strategic offensive 
arms, the Soviet Component of the SCC is prepared, in 
principle, to discuss the question of the possibility of 
considering the U.S. addition to paragraph I.2 of the 
Procedures for strategic offensive arms, provided mutually 
acceptable solutions for Section III of the Procedures 


for strategic offensive arms are found. 
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In that case, the following wording of the addition 
to paragraph 1.2 of the Procedures, defining a modern 
SLBM, could be taken as a,basis for discussion, 


(The wording of paragraph 1.2 is read) 


It seems to me that we could establish a working 
group,headed by Mr. Georgi and Mr. Karpov, for the 


‘purpose of a more. detailed discussion of these questions. 


Thank you for your attention. 
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ce Official translation 
Soviet Working Document 


May 3, 1974 


PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


Section I, paragraph 2 


2. Modern submarine-launched ballistic missiles 
are: for the United States, missiles installed in all 
nuclear-powered submarines; and for the Soviet Union, 
Hise1 ies of the type installed in nuclesr-powered sub- 
marines made operational since 1965; and for both Parties, 
submarine-launched ballistic missiles first flight-tested 
atnee 1965 and installed in any submarine regardless of 


type. 


SECRET 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


Approved For@glease 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T004359600400010001-2 


scc 
Session III 
A- 200 
US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
Meeting, April 30, 1974 
US Mission, Geneva 
Persons Present: 
Mr. Graybeal Brig. Gen. Ustinov 
Brig. Gen. Georgi Mr. Karpov 
Col. (Ret.) FitzGerald Col. Belyanin 
Mr. Anderson Capt. Kuznetsov 
Lt. Col. Bartos Mr, Marchuk (interpreter) 
Lt. Col. DeSimone Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter) 
Mr. Long Capt. Korcebchenko 
Lt. Cdr. Martin (Military Interpreter) 
Mr. Smith 


Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter) 


Commissioner Graybeal declared the meeting open and delivered 
a brief prepared statement noting that there appeared to be pre~ 
liminary agreement by Commissioners on Section II of the 
strategic offensive arms Procedures, and provided the Soviet side 
with English and Russian texts of the language for that section 
which the US side believes is now preliminarily agreed by 
Commissioners (Attachment No. 1). 


Commissioner Ustinov said the Soviet Component of the 
Commission is pleased that we have been able to reach agreement 
in principle on one of the most important sections of the 
strategic offensive arms Procedures, Section II, which governs 
the scope of dismantling on land-based ICBM launchers deployed 
prior to 1964. He added that such agreement had become possible 
thanks to a constructive approach by both sides towards solving 
problems in a spirit of mutual understanding. Ustinov said 
he thought the two Executive Secretaries could be charged with 
presenting to the Commissioners, sometime next week, the Joint 
Draft of the Text of Section II "preliminarily agreed by 
Commissioners". It went without saying that this language was 
subject to consideration and approval by Governments, and that 
either side could propose changes or amendments if they were 
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considered necessary. He concluded by expressing = hope 
| that other remaining unagreed issues would be deal!. with just 
as quickly and successfully as had been Section Ii. 


Mr. Graybeal agreed that the English and Russian texts 
of the Language for Section II should be conformed under the 
supervision of the Executive Secretaries. He also noted his 
1 agreement with Ustinov's remarks that, obviously, we could 
return to this subject if either Government deemed it necessary, 
and that “nothing is agreed until all is agreed." 


Graybeal said that he had wanted to lead off at this 
morning's meeting because he had thought it useful to respond 
to the proposals made by the Soviet side, and the progress 
made at the last meeting and during the subsequent conversa- 
tion between Commissioners, by tabling the language the US 
side considered to be preliminarily agreed at this point. 


He concluded by commenting that important work on the 
resolution of other issues still remained, and with that returned 
the floor to Ustinov. 


General Ustinov delivered a prepared statement on 
a 7 Para. Lll.1l of the strategic offensive arms Procedures 
~~ (Attachment No. 2) containing a Soviet proposal on submarine 
dismantling, and tabled that proposal in the form of a Working 
Document (Attachment No. 3). 


Mr. Graybeal said that Ustinov's statement and the proposal 
he had tabled would be given the most careful study by the US 
side. Without commenting further at this time on the new Soviet 
proposal, Graybeal said, he would like to set forth US views 
regarding Section III of the offensive arms Procedures. He 
then Gelivered his prepared comments on ballistic missile sub- 
ae) and SLBM launcher dismantling or destruction (Attachment 
No. . 


In presenting his comments, Graybeal noted Ustinov's 
mention in his own statement of the need to satisfy the agreed 
eriteria included in Para. 3 of the offensive arms Protocol. 


He tabled a Working Document of the US SCC Component con- 
taining new language for subparagraph III.1l(e) of the offensive 
arms Procedures, noting that it incorporated those changes in 
the language of that subparagraph to which he had referred in 
his comments (Attachment No. 5). 
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Graybeal said that he had no further considerations to 
present at this morning's meeting. 


General Ustinov said that Graybeal's statement, as well 

as the revised US proposal, would be studied by the Soviet side. 
Both sides had tabled proposals for Section III, and we would 
have. the opportunity to exchange points of view on this subject 
in the future. However, he said, he would like to draw atten- 
tion again to the proposal the Soviet side had tabled for con- 
sideration today. In his view, it was quite constructive, and 
acceptable to both sides. He simply wanted to suggest careful 
study of that proposal. 


Ustinov said he would like to continue with some considera- 
tions concerning several issues which had been addressed at 
previous meetings, if Graybeal had no objection. 


Mr. Graybeal said it was his pleasure to listen to consid- 
erations of the Soviet side on any issue which needed further 
Giscussion, in the spirit of direct and frank consideration of 
all issues between the two sides. He noted that the US side 
always listened very carefully to any remarks made by Ustinov. 


General Ustinov thanked Graybeal, and delivered a prepared 
statement on notification (Attachment No. 6). 


Mr. Graybeal said that Ustinov's statement would be 
earefully studied, and that he would restrict his preliminary 
reaction to three points: 


First, there is agreement between the sides that prior 
notification, or any notification, for that matter, is not 
required for verification of compliance with the Interim Agree- 
ment and its Protocol or with the Procedures we are working 
out. There was one important exception, as had been previously 
mentioned by the US side. If either side chooses to implement 
the Procedure calling for sinking of a submarine, that would 
require some notification to insure adequate verification. 


Second, mutual trust and the viability of existing agree- 
ments is based on a number of factors, among which one of the 
most important is compliance with those agreements by both 
sides. Insuring confidence in compliance, by national technical 
means, is also an important item. 


Third, Graybeal said, in his opinion, one of the important 
tasks of the SCC is to promote the implementation of both the 
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provisions and the objectives of the ABM Treaty, the Interim 
Agreement and its Protocol, and applicable Agreed Statements. 
Any action we can take in the SCC, whether in formulating 
mutually agreed procedures or in raising other questions 
arising on either side, the clarification of which would be 
useful in reducing misunderstandings or uncertainties, would 
contribute not only to the viability of those existing agree- 
ments, but also to improving relations between our countries, 
and improving the climate for possible future agreements. 
; Therefore, adequate notification procedures, which can be 
implemented at no expense to the security interests of either 
Side while contributing to reducing the possibilities for mis- 
understanding and uncertainty, remained, in his opinion,an 
important element of the task before the SCC. 


Graybeal said that he would conclude from Ustinov's 
statement this morning that some major work still remains to be 
done by the SCC. 


General Ustinov said that in his statement on notification 
this morning, he had addressed the subject of notification as 
a whole, proceeding from the position taken by the Soviet side 
= on that issue as a whole. The problem, however, consists of a 
— number of particulars, one of which Graybeal had addressed 
during the April 19 meeting as well as in his remarks in response 
to Ustinov's own statement this morning. The specific particular 
he had in mind dealt with prior notification of the time and 
location of the sinking of a replaced submarine. However, 
Ustinov continued, Graybeal had said nothing regarding those 
elements of prior notification which were still part of the 
US proposals as reflected in the Joint Draft Texts of 
November 16, 1973 and April 19, 1974. He had in mind notifica- 
tion concerning shipyards to be used for submarine dismantling, 
advance notification concerning submarines which would begin 
sea trials during the next six months, and other matters. 


Inasmuch as this issue was being dealt with at this morning's 
meeting, he would like to continue his comments by addressing 
the two particulars he had just mentioned. 


He then read prepared statements on predesignation of 
Shipyards and on prior notification of the commencement of 
submarine sea trials (Attachments No. 7 and No. 8). 


Following his prepared comments, Ustinov said he had 
addressed those two questions in detail in connection with 
. Graybeal's comments regarding the Soviet position on notifica- 
ae tion, so that the US side would better understand that Soviet 
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position. He would like to ask, he said, that the US side 
carefully study his considerations, so that we might achieve 
progress and success in our work. 


Mr. Graybeal thanked Ustinov for the additional clarifica- 
tion concerning notification, and said that we would, obviously, 
be returning to this important subject, on which we remained 
far from agreement. He said that having listened carefully 
to Ustinov's statement, he could only reinforce his own comment 
that the SCC still has a great deal of work to do. 


General Ustinov interjected that he agreed. 


Mr. Graybeal said that the US side would carefully study 
all the points Ustinov had made, and subsequently return to 
them. He asked whether Ustinov had any other matters to raise 
today. 


General Ustinov said he thought it was already time to 
wind up this meeting. 


Mr. Graybeal said he had only a pair of minor items he 
would like to mention. He noted the imminent departure of 
Lt. Col. Bartos, who would be. replaced on the US side by a 
Navy man whom some on the Soviet side already knew, Cdr. Atkinson. 
He also noted that tomorrow was an important Soviet holiday arid, 
on behalf of all of the US Component, he wished all of the Soviet 
Component a happy May Day. 


Graybeal then suggested that the next meeting be scheduled 
for 11 a.m. on Friday, May 3, at the Soviet mission, if that 
were agreeable. 


General Ustinov thanked Graybeal for the holiday greeting, 
said that on his own behalf, and on behalf of all the members 
of the Soviet Component, he would like to wish Lt. Col Bartos 
bon voyage and a pleasant trip to the United States, and added 
that the Soviet side would be happy to welcome Cdr. Atkinson 
and work with him in the SCC. He concluded by noting his agree- 
ment to the proposed schedule for the next meeting. 


Mr. Graybeal adjourned the meeting at 12:20 p.m. 
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Attachments: 
1. Graybeal's Statement on Section II, Offensive Arms 
Procedures and Working Document, Us Scc Component on 
Section II, Offensive Arms Procedures 
2. Ustinov's Statement on Para. III.1, Offensive Arms 
Procedures 
3. Soviet Working Document on Para. III.1(d), Offensive 
Arms Procedures 
4, Graybeal's Comments on Section III of Offensive Arms 
Procedures 
D>. Working Document of US SCC Component on Para. ITI.1l(e), 
Offensive Arms Procedures 
6. Ustinov's Statement on Notification 
{. Ustinov's Statement on Predesignated Shipyards 
8, Ustinov's Statement on Prior Notification of Commence- 
ment of Sea Trials 


oe 


Drafted by: }F. P. DeSimone:bd Approved by: S. Nf Graybeal 
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Attachuent No. 1 


ScCsrrt 
STATEMENT BY COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL 
April 30, 1974 


Mr. Commissioner, on April 26 we had a useful 
exchange of views which appears to provide a solution 
to our differences in regard to the Procedures for 
Dismantling or Destruction of Land-Based ICBM 
Launchers Replaced by SLBM Launchers. We are in 
agreement that the procedures of Section II of the 
Procedures Governing Replacement, Dismantling or 
Destruction, and Notification Thereof, for Strategic 
Offensive Arms are interrelated and that each part 
should be considered in the light of this relationship. 
Therefore, after careful study of the language pro- 
posed by the Soviet side at the meeting of April 26, 
1974 and modified during our private discussion follow- 
ing that meeting, we appear to have preliminary agree- 


ment by Commissioners on all of Section II as follows: 


SECRET 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


Approved For Resease 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T0043528¥00400010001-2 


= j SECRET 
~~ Working Document of 
US SCC Component 
April 30, 1974 


STRATEGIC OFFENSTVE ARMS: PROCEDURES 


II. Procedures For Dismantling or Destruction of 
Land-Based [CBM Launchers Replaced By SLBM Launchers 


“1. In all cases the following actions shall be accomplished 


in carrying out dismantling or destruction: 


(2) removal from the launch site of the supply of 
missiles and their components, warheads, and 


mobile equipment; and 


(b) dismantling of fixed launch equipment, erecting 
and handling equipment, and propellant-handling 
equipment, associated with the launcher and located 
at the launch site, and removal of all dismantled 
equipment from the launch site. Launch equipment 

| is understood to be systems, components, and 


instruments required to launch a missile. 


2. In the case of soft launch sites, in addition to the 
actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions shall 


be performed: 


(a) areas of the launch pads centered on the launch 
| stand and at least 20 meters in diameter and missile 
launch control posts (bunkers) shall be made unusable 


ow’ by dismantling or destruction; 
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fuel storage tanks shall be dismantled and 


removed from the launch site; and 


debris of destroyed areas of launch pads 

and of missile launch control posts 

(bunkers), and the fuel storage tank foun- 
Gations may be removed, and, after six 

months, the places where they were located may 


be covered with earth. 


3. In the case of silo launch sites, in addition to 


the actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions 


shall be performed: 


(a) 


silo doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas ducting, 
launch tubes, and silo headworks shall be 
dismantled or destroyed, and dismantled components 


shall be removed from the launch site; and 


after the actions provided for in sub-paragraph (a) 
above have been accomplished, the silo shail 
remain open for a period of six months, after 


which it may be filled with earth. 


4, After dismantling or destruction has been accomplished 


in accordance with the above procedures, facilities remaining 


at ICBM launch sites shall not be used for storage, support 


ab 
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or launch of ICBMs but may, at the discretion of the Parties, 


be used for purposes not inconsistent with the provisions 


of the Interim Agreement and the Protocol thereto. 


5. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ICBM 
launchers shall be completed no later than four months 


after the replacement submarine begins sea trials. 


SECRET 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


eka, crease 


7 RT eT NE AR EN eh NRC ing pnp tan otctt ame en 
! ‘ aia 


Ete aterm ene nee 


« (any 
ae 


Approved For Resease 2004/01/24: CCIAZRDP80T00435AQ80400010004-2,, 5 


USTINOV STATEMENT ON PARAGRAPH IIT.1 


April 30, 1974 


Mr. Commissioner, 

As we agrecd, I want to set forth at this 
meeting the point of view of the Soviet side on 
paragraph 1 of Section III, Procedures for Dismantling 
or Destruction of Ballistic Missile Submarines and 
SLBM Launchers Replaced by New Ballistic Missile Sub- 
marines and SLBM Launchers, on which we have not yet 


reached agreement. 


In my statement I will specifically address in 
greater detail the scope of dismantling, since we have 
already spoken on the overall issue of notification. 
We have carefully studied the U.S. proposals on this 


question, submitted at SCC-II. 


In setting forth the position of the Soviet side 
on questions of dismantling or destruction of SLRM 
launchers and ballistic missile submarines, it is my 
aim to resolve the differences between us through a 
frank exchange of views. This would permit us to 
successfully resolve the problem of working out wording 


which is acceptable to both sides. 
First of all, we believe that dismantling or 


destruction procedures must be acceptable for any 
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ballistic missile submarine covered by the Interim 
Agreement. Also, as we have already said, the 
procedures being worked out must not provide for 
prior notifications, and verification of compliance 
with these procedures must be provided by national 


technical means. 


Agreed paragraph 4 of the strategic offensive arms 
Protocol specifies that dismantling or destruction 
procedures shall be formulated separatcly for ICBM 
launchers, as well as SLBM launchers and ballistic 
missile submarines. In our opinion, however, such a 
formulation in no way means that procedures must be 
worked out for some kinds of separate classes of sub- 


marines. 


In matters of submarine dismantling, it is of 
paramount importance that SLBM launcher dismantling 
procedures be such that reactivation time of those 
units would not be substantially less than the time 
required for new construction. The U.S. side, too, has 
emphasized this on more than one occasion. In this 
connection, in establishing the scope of dismantling, 
one should take into account the necessity for 
reasonable economy of effort and funds, as well as the 


possibility of using the submarines, after dismantling 
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of launchers, for purposes not inconsistent with 
the Interim Agreement, as provided for in para- 


graph 6 of the strategic offensive arms Protocol. 


Thus, the Soviet side believes that procedures 
for dismantling and replacement of ballistic missile 
submarines must be applicable to any ballistic missile 
submarine covered by the Interim Agreement, and that it 
is not advisable, in this connection, to single out 


any sorts of individual classes of submarines. 


Taking the above into account, the Soviet side 
does not see the necessity of wording subparagraph (e) 
in the form in which it was proposed by the U.S. side 
at SCC-IT, and in place of that subparagraph, proposes 
a new formulation for subparagraph (4d). 

"(a) removing, in the open, the missile launch 
tubes together with the part of the superstructure or 
fairwater and the section of the outer hull and pressure 
hull above the missile compartment, with subsequent 
welding of new sections without launch-tube penetrations 
or missile hatches into the outer hull and pressure 
hull. The superstructure and fairwater may be 
replaced over the section of the hull of the submarine 


from which the launch tubes have been removed.” 
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Mr, Commissioner, as you can see for yourself, 
in this subparagraph, we provide for carrying out. suci 
dismantling measures as would fully preclude the 
possibility of using submarines, which are being 
replaced, for launching ballistic missiles as well 
as the poset bility of their rapidly being put into 
a condition in which they are usable for launching 
“sueh missiles. At the same time, in spite of the 
fact that the formulation proposed by the Soviet side 
is shorter, it covers the whole set of items which 
were proposed by the U.S. side in subparagraph (e). 
It can be applied to any ballistic missile submarine 


covered by the Interim Agreement. 


Also, the measures specified in this formulation 
ensure the possibility of using a dismantled submarine 
for purposes not inconsistent with the Interim Agree- 


ment. 


Mr. Commissioner, we hope that the U.S. side will 
carefully study our proposal. With a positive approach 
to it on your part, we could reach agreement on this 


yet unresolved issue. 


Thank you for your attention. 
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Official translation 
Soviet Working Document 


April 30, 1974 


PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


Section III, paragraph 1 


(d) removing, in the open, the missile launch 
tubes together with the part of the superstructure 
or fairwater and the section of the outer hull and 
pressure hull above the missile compartment, with 
subsequent (eicine of new sections without launch- 
tube seneernuions or missile hatches into the outer 
hull and pressure hull. The superstructure and fair- 
water may be replaced over the section of the hull of 
the submarine from which the launch tubes have been 


removed. 
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COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL'S COMMENTS - SECTION III OF 


PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


April 30, 1974 


1. Mr. Commissioner, today I will set forth U.S. 
views regarding the procedures for dismantling or 
destruction of ballistic missile submarines and SLBM 
launchers replaced by new ballistic missile submarines 
and SLBM launchers--Section III of the Procedures for 


Strategic Offensive Arms. 


— 2. During the period between SCC sessions, the U.S. 
side carefully analyzed the five procedures set forth 
in the Joint Draft Text of November 16, 1973 and studied 
the exchanges which had taken place on this subject 
during the first two SCC sessions. We continue to 
believe that the alternative procedures proposed by 
the U.S. for dismantling or destruction of ballistic 
missile submarines and SLBM launchers, which are now in 
Section III of the Joint Draft Text of Strategic Offen- 
sive Arms Procedures of April 19, 1974, should be 


acceptable to both sides. 


( 
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3. The U.S. proposed sinking of the submarine with 
its launchers in international waters at least 2000 
meters in depth. When this procedure tor ballistic- 
missile submarine destruction is chosen, notification of 
the time and location of the planned destruction shall be 
given to the other side at least one month prior to the 


planned destruction. 


4, The U.S. proposed scrapping the submarine and its 


launchers in the open in predesignated shipyards. 


5. The U.S. proposed removing the submarine's missile 
sectj.on in the open in predesignated shipyards. In 
implementing the procedure for "removing the submarine's 
missile section in the open," it is the U.S. view that if 
this submarine is to be used for other purposes then the 
missile section must not be replaced by a new section of 
similar dimensions. Any replacement hull section must 
be significantly shorter in overall length than the 


missile section it replaces. 


6. During S€C 11,. after carefully analyzing the Soviet 
proposals for procedures for ballistic missile submarine 
and SLBM launcher destruction or dismantling, the United 


States set forth another alternative procedure (Para. [II.1(e) 
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of JDT dated November 16, 1973). This proposal was 

made in an effort to bring the views of the two sides 
closer together. After further study since our last 
session, the U.S. side developed new language which we 
believe should make this alternative acceptable to the 
Soviet side. Our revised proposal would apply to nuclear- 
powered ballistic missile submarines originally con- 
structed prior to 1965 whose ballistic missile launch 


tubes protrude into the sail. 


7. The U.S. approach to procedures for the dis- 
mantling or destruction of ballistic missile submarines 
and SLBM launchers is predicated upon the view that they 
must be consistent with the agreed criteria contained in 
Para. 3 of the Protocol. I believe there is complete 


agreement betwecn us on this fundamental point. 


8. Mr. Commissioner, the U.S. side remains convinced 
that the four U.S.-proposed procedures provide adequate 
and effective alternatives for all presently known 
classes of submarines. We believe the U.S. proposals 
in the JDT of April 19, 1974, as revised by us today, 


provide a firm basis for agreement. 
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Working Document of 
US SCC Component 
April 30, 1974 


iS 
ep 


STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS PROCEDUR! 


SECTION ITT, PARAGRAPH 1(e) 


III.1l(e) for nuclear-powered ballistic missile sub- 
marines originally constructed prior to 1965 
whose ballistic missile launch tubes protrude 
into the sail, removing the missile launch 
tubes in the open in predesignated shipyards as 
; . set forth below. The shipyards to be used for 
ballistic-missile submarine dismantling shall 


be agreed between the Parties. 


(1) That entire part of the superstructure 
(including the fairwater) and outer hull 
above the missile compartment of the 


submarine shall be removed. 


(2) That section of the missile compartment 
pressure hull (hull crown plating and frame 
segments) which contains all of the hull 


penetrations for the missile launch tubes, 
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as well as the missile launch tubes, 


shall be removed. 


(3) The pressure hull and outer hull may then 
be restored only by welding into place new 


sections without launch tube penetrations. 


(4) No superstructure or fairwater shall be 
replaced over the section of the submarine 
from which the missile launch tubes have 


been removed. 


SECRET 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


Approved For Rejease 2004/0 1/2 fh el RDPEOT00435,506040001000150.. 6 


Attachmen 


eee ermeetntteacnn - monte nentceenseenemnameraenati 


USTINOV STATEMENT ON NOTIFICATION 


April 30, 1974 


Mr. Commissioner, 

Since the April 19, 1974 mecting, the Soviet SCC 
Component has devoted much attention to study of the 
position of the U.S. side on notification issues which 
was set forth by you on that date, and those clarifica- 
tions which you provided on April 23 in connection 
with the questions raised by tis Geviet side on this 


matter. 


We agree with you, Mr. Commissioner, that notifica- 
tion is one of the principal unresolved issues. I can 
also affirm with satisfaction the agreement of both 
sides that prior notification is not necessary for 
verifying, by national technical means, compliance with 
existing agreements or with the Procedures we are work- 
ing out. This spares me the need of again repeating 
the basic premise of both sides concerning the 
reliability and effectiveness of national technical 


means of verification. 


At the same time I cannot comprehend the persistence 
with which the U.S. side is nonetheless pressing for 
the inclusion of elements of prior notification in the 


Procedures. You say that this would enhance the 


SECREL 
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viability of already concluded agreements and would 
contribute to the development of mutual trust 


between our countries. 


But it is not notification, whether prior or not, 
on which viability of Soviet-American agreements and 
mutual trust are based. They are based on strict 
compliance by the sides with the provisions of these 
documents, and the capabilities of the sides to carry 
out reliable verification, using their national technical 
means of verification, of compliance with the provisions 
of these agreements, as well as with the Procedures 


we are working out. 


The main purpose of notification procedures is 
that each aide inform the other side through the Stand- 
ing Consultative Commission, for the period between 
sessions, on the completion of dismantling or destruc- 
tion of numbers of ICBM launchers, submarines, and 
SLBM launchers, as well as ABM launchers and radars; 
and for that same period, on the number of ICBM 
launchers and SLBM launchers used by each side for 


replacement. 


Such a reciprocal exchange of information by the 
sides through the SCC would be documentary confirma- 
tion of completion of actions in this area for their 


official recording in the SCC. 


Approved For Release 2004/01/24, ; ClAnRDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T004354@60400010001-2 


3 
Precisely this would promote enhancement of 
the viability of the ABM Treaty and the Interim 
Agreement and would contribute to the strengthening 


of mutual trust between our countries. 


Therefore, on the strength of the considerations 
set forth by us, the Soviet side does not see a necessity 
to replace the functions of national technical means 
of verification with any sort of additional functions 
of the Commission with respect to prior notification. 
such a solution of the question is unacceptable to us 


as a matter of principle, 


Mr. Commissioner, with respect to your clarifica- 
tions of April 23 on questions of notification, we are 
still studying them thoroughly. Today, in a preliminary 
manner, it can be said that the notification procedures 
proposed by you on launcher dismantling which is in 
progress are in our opinion not dictated by necessity, 
and only complicate what is already a complicated task 


for the SCC. 


The Soviet side proposes a solution to the question 
of notification, which is simpler and which fully meets 
the tasks before us~-that notification be made on that 
number of ICBM launchers, SLBM launchers, ABM launchers, 


and radars, the dismantling of which has been completed 


onipym 
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by the beginning of a regular session, as well as 
on the number of ICBM launchers and SLBM launchers 
used during that same period for replacement. We 
are convinced that such a solution more precisely 


reflects the substance of this matter. 


Thank you four attention. 
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON PREDESIGNATION OF SHIPYARDS 


April 30, 1974 


Mr. Commissioner, 

1. Prior notification of the location of dismantl- 
ing or destruction of submarines is inadvisable and 
unnecessary for the following reasons. 

First, predesignation of shipyards where submarine 
dismantling is carried out, in our opinion, replaces 


the functions of national technical means of verification. 


Second, paragraph TIl.2 of the strategic offensive 
arms Procedures, agreed by us at SCC-II, sets the 
period of time for submarine dismantling or destruction, 
This period covers an extensive increment of time 
during which national technical means are capable of 
verifying progress in this work with a high degree of 
confidence. The lengthy dismantling process and its 
implementation in the open permit each side to follow, 
with adequate certainty, the course of dismantling 
work. Therefore, no additional information or data is 
required on such work and the snapyande in which this 
work is carried out. Moreover, it is necessary to 
take into account that we do not designate the shipyards 
where ballistic missile submarines are built; why, then, 


designate where we will dismantle them. Incidentally, 
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at SCC-II the U.S. side displayed reasonable 
flexibility when it withdrew its proposal on specify- 
ing coordinates for ICRM and SLBM launchers being 
dismantled. Why then did shipyards remain; after all, 
these are coordinates too? In our orinion this 
question is so clear that it needs no additional 


explanation. 


In light of the considerations set forth by me, 
we believe that the proposal of the U.S. side for 
prior designation of shipyards is not advisable and 


therefore cannot be accepted. 
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON PRIOR NOTIFICATION OF 
COMMENCEMENT OF SA TRIALS 


April 30, 1974 


2. In subparagraph 1.6(>) of the strategic 
offensive arms Procedures, the U.S. side proposes 
that with respect to SLBM replacement launchers, 
notification contain "the number of ballistic missiles 
which are on submarines that will begin sea trials 


during the next six-month period." 


Such a formulation cannot be acceptable to the 
Soviet side because it plainly contains the principle 
of prior notification which we have always opposed. 


We believe that such prior notification is not required. 


Both sides have agreed that the beginning of sea 
trials of a ballistic missile submarine shall be the 
date on which such a submarine first operates under 
its own power away from the harbor or port in which 
the construction or fitting-out of the submarine was 
performed. The time of the beginning of sea trials, 
which is the basis for timing initiation and comple- 
tion of dismantling or destruction of launchers being 
replaced, can be determined by national technical 
means of verification. This is the substance of the 


question with which, it seems to us, both sides were 
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in agreement. In such a case we cannot understand 
why the U.S. side again advances a requirement for 


prior notification. -we cannot agree to this. 
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SCC 
Session-Lil 
A-~ 190 


US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


Meeting, April 26, 1974 
Soviet Mission, Geneva 


Persons Present: 


Mr. Graybeal Brig. Gen. Ustinov 

Brig. Gen. Georgi Mr, Karpov 

Col. (Ret.) C. G. FitzGerald Mr. Yereskovsky 

Mr. Anderson Col. Belyanin 

Lt. Col. Bartos Capt. Kuznetsov 

Tihs: Coll.  Desimone Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter) 
Mr. Long Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter) 
Lt. Cdr. Martin Capt. Korobchenko 

Mr. Smith (Military Interpreter) 


Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter) 


Commissioner Ustinov declared the meeting open and said that 
in accord with his prior understanding with Mr. Graybveal he would 
take the floor first. He then gave a prepared statement on 
paragraph II.4 of the strategic offensive arms Procedures 
(Attachment No. 1). 


Ustinov continued by following up with statements on 
paragraphs II.2 and II.3(a) of the strategic offensive arms 
Procedures (Attachments No. 2 and No. 3), and tabling two Soviet 
Working Documents Saenger proposed language for those two 
paragraphs (Attachment No. 4). . 


Ustinov concluded by thanking Graybeal for his patience in 
hearing out a rather long statement. He said it seemed to him 
that the proposals he had made today should constitute mutually 
acceptable solutions to all the remaining questions in Section IT 
of the Procedures, along the lines spoken of at the last meeting, 
and that should permit us to remove all of the brackets from 
Section II of the Procedures. 
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Commissioner Graybeal said that General Ustinov's statements 
and the specific proposals of the Soviet side would, needless to 
say, be given very careful consideration and study. His 
preliminary reaction, he continued, now that both sides had 
set forth their views on Section Il, was that we seem to be 
moving toward solution of the issues in that section of the 
offensive Procedures. 


Graybeal said he thought Ustinov would understand that in 
view of the statement he had made and the new Soviet proposals he 
had tabled, he, Graybeal, would refrain from any prepared statement 
or further comment on Section II. Rather, he would carefully study 
them, as he had already said, and we would return to the subject 
very soon. However, for the purpose of improving our mutual 
understanding of the Soviet proposals, he would like to make several 
preliminary observations. 


The U.S. side, he stated, continued to consider cost and 
expense a secondary factor. Though we recognize it as a factor, 
it is not nearly as important as working out mutually agreed 
procedures which meet the criteria set forth in the offensive 
arms Protocol. 


Second, as he understood Ustinov's initial statement and 
summary remarks, the Soviet side secs a relationship between 
paragraph It.44 and the remainder of the questions in Section II 
as set forth previously by the U.S. side. 


Third, it would appear that there is agreement in principle 
concerning the issues in Section II, with the exception of the 
size of the area of the launch pad to be dismantled or destroyed 
4n the case of soft ICBM sites, and whether or not, in the case 
of silo launch sites, launch control bunkers are subject to 
dismantling or destruction. 


Finally, Graybeal said he believed that our exchange on 
paragraph Tt. had been a constructive one, and he shared the 
view that we should be able to reach mutually acceptable solutions 
concerning the two remaining issues he had noted. 


He concluded by repeating that he would like to reserve 
further comment until the statement and proposals of the Soviet 
side this morning had been studied. 
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General Ustinov thanked Graybeal for his comments, and 
said he would like to emphasize that in studying the new Soviet 
proposals the U.S. side should give attention to that aspect of 
the overall issue Ustinov had emphasized again in his statement 
today. Specifically, he was referring to the view that these 
procedures we are working out should be considered in the light 
of a dual requirement -- to put the launchers in a condition 
precluding the possibility of their use for launching missiles 
while simultaneously realizing maximum economy of expense and 
effort, This view of the Soviet side is one of principle. Ustinov 
said he thought the U.S. side understood that this is a reciprocal 
proposition which was important for the U.S. side also, and that 
all proposals on procedures must be considered in the context of 
these requirements. 


Ustinov concluded by noting that he thought we could rather 
quickly remove all of the brackets from Section II of the offensive 
arms Procedures on the basis of the new specific proposals he had 
tabled this morning. 


Mr. Graybeal said that he understood Ustinov's comments and 
that they would be taken into account, and repeated his comment 
with respect to refraining from any further statements today. 


General Ustinov said he understood Graybeal's remark to 
mean the U.S. side had no further matters to raise today, and 
that, in that case, we could close this morning's meeting, which 
had been very productive. He proposed that if there were no 
objections from the U.S. side, the next meeting be held at 
11:00 a.m. on Tuesday, April 30, at the U.S. Mission. 


Mr. Graybeal agreed to the proposed schedule. 


General Ustinov adjourned the meeting at 11:45 a.m. 


Attachments: 


1. Ustinov Statement, strategic offensive arms Procedures, 
Paragraph II.4 

2, Ustinov Statement, strategic offensive arms Procedures, 
Paragraph II.e2 

3. Ustinov Statement, strategic offensive arms Procedures, 

Fl paragraph II.3(a 


. © 


. Soviet Working Documents, on para II.2 and II.3(a) 
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON PARAGRAPH IT.4 OF STRATEGIC 
OFFENSTVE ARMS PROCEDURES 


April 26, 1974 


Mr, Commissioner, 

In my statement today, I would like to address 

paragraph II.4 of the Procedures for strategic 
<etteneive arms, with respect to which the U.S. side 
tabled its new proposal at the last meeting. 

I believe that there is no disagreement between 
us that the procedures we are working out must, of 
course, be in full accord with the provisions of the 
Interim Agreement and the Protocol thereto, as well 


as related Agreed Statements of the sides. 


As you know, these documents, as well as para- 
graphs 1 and 2 of the draft Protocol for strategic 
offensive arms and Section I of the draft Procedures 
for strategic offensive arms, strictly seteui ach the 


possible framework of dismantling and replacement. 


Paragraph 1 of the Protocol for strategic 
offensive arms, for example, speeiries that the 
attached procedures shall apply only to systems to 
be replaced and dismantled or destroyed pursuant to 
the provisions of the aforementioned Interim Agreement. 
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Paragraph I.1 of the Procedures for strategic 

offensive arms specifically states that within the 
limits of the levels established for each side, 
launchers for land-based intercontinental ballistic 
missiles (ICBMs) of older types, deployed prior to 
1964, may be replaced by launchers for ballistic 


missiles on modern nuclear-powered submarines. 


It is quite clear that since the subject is 
replacement of launchers of one type by launchers 
of another type, within the limits of established 
levels, it is understood that the ICBM launchers of 
older types being replaced cannot be reactivated. 
One of the purposes of the procedures being worked 
out by us is to insure that the ICBM launchers being 
replaced be put in a condition that precludes the 
possibility of their use for launching ICBMs, and 
make Gaposeibie their reactivation within a period 
of time substantially less than the time required 
for new construction. Both Components of the SCC 
agree that provisions of this nature must be included 
in the Procedures, although their wording has not yet 


been completely agreed upon. 
At the same time, the Soviet side has repeatedly 


called attention to the fact that putting launchers 
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snich ae beiug replaced in a condition that 

precludes the possibility of their use for launching 
ICBMs must be combined with reasonable considerations 
of economy of effort and cost. And in any case, we 
must not unnecessarily carry the scope of dismantling 
activities to such proportions, that such dismantling 
‘activity would require greater expenditures and effort 


than the construction of the launchers being dismantled. 


At the last meeting, the U.S. Component of the 
scc stressed the importance which it attaches to the 
wording which it tabled for paragraph II.4 of the 
Procedures for strategic offensive arms, including 
its importance with respect to the scope of dismantling 


activities for ICBM launchers being replaced. 


. We understood the remarks of the U.S. side on 
this question to mean that on condition that para- 
graph II.4, as proposed by the U.S. side on April 23, 
is in the Procedures, a reduction is possible in 
requirements presented until now on the scope of 
dismantling activities for ICBM launchers being 


replaced, both soft and silo. 
Taking into account the above considerations, the 


Soviet Component of the SCC continues to see no need 
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for including in the Procedures paragraph Fie), 


even in its new, refined formulation. 


However, desiring to facilitate finding mutually 
acceptable solutions, and taking into account the 
importance which the U.S. side attaches to the 
inclusion of paragraph II./} in the Procedures, the 
Soviet Component of the SCC is in principle prepared 
to consider the question of its possible inclusion in 
the: Procedures, if mutually acceptable solutions are 
found on the other issues in Section II of the 


Procedures for strategic offensive arms. 


As you know, other unagreed provisions remain 
in this section besides paragraph 4, in subpara- 


graph 2(a) and subparagraph 3(a). 


On condition that mutually acceptable wording 
is round on these issues, we would be prepared to 
agree to the U.S. proposal on paragraph 4, as 
formulated by the U.S. Component of the SCC at the 


April 23, 1974 meeting. 
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON PARAGRAPH II.2 OF STRATEGIC 
OFFENSIVE ARMS PROCEDURES 


April 26, 197% 


Mr. Commissioner, 

Continuing our discussion of the Procedures 
for dismantling or destruction of land-based inter- 

- eontinental ballistic missile launchers, being 

replaced by SLBM launchers, I intend to address those 
additional dismantling measures with respect to soft 
launch sites, which, as you know, are covered in 
paragraph I1.2 of the Procedures for strategic offensive 


arms. 


In my statement, I would like to set forth the 
position of the Soviet side on the substance of the 
questions contained in this paragraph, and if possible 


attempt to remove the brackets which still remain therein. 


As a result of careful study of the Soviet and U.S. 
drafts of the text of paragraph 2, contained in the 
November 16, 1973 document, we came to the conelusion 
that the points of view of the two sides on possible 
ways for resolving the question of degree of dismantling 
soft launch sites are rather ree This gives rise 


to hope for a rapid resolution of existing differences. 
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Specifically, Mr. Conmissioner, we decided to 
propose for your consideration new wording for sub- 
paragraph (a) which consists of the following: "areas 
of the launch pads centered on the launch stand and 
10 meters in diameter, and missile launch control posts 
(bunkers) shall be made unusable by dismantling or 


destruction." 


Thus, we are in agreement, as is proposed by the 
U.S. side, that the Procedures indicate the specific 
size of the area of the launch pad, which must be 


dismantled or destroyed. 


Tn our opinion, the size of the area of the launch 
pad which must, be dismantled or destroyed could be 
limited to an area 10 meters in diameter. This would 
fully ensure that the intercontinental ballistic 
missile launcher would be put in a condition that 
precludes the possibility of its use for launching 
missiles and make impossible its reactivation in 
substantially less time than the time necessary for 
new construction. At the same time such a size for 
the area of the launch pad being dismantled or destroyed 
would reduce by nine times the amount of dismantling 
work as compared to the size of the area to be destroyed 


you ‘proposed, 30 meters tn diameter, and, consequently, 
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would considerably reduce the expenditure of funds 
and effort: we have drawn your attention to this 


repeatedly. 


The Soviet side believes that the new wording 
proposed today for subparagraph (a) can provide a 
solution acceptable to both sides, and hopes that 
the U.S. Component of the SCC will favorably consider 


this constructive Soviet proposal. 


Thank you for your attention. 
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON SURPARAGRAPH II.3(a) OF 


STRATEGIC OFFENSIvE ARMS PROCEDURES 


April 26, 19744 


Mr. Commissioner, 

In my next statement I would like to address 
the wording of subparagraph II.3(a) of the Procedures 
for strategic offensive arms, which governs the 
additional dismantling measures for intercontinental 


ballistic missile silo launchers. 


We believe that on this matter, too, a mutually 
acceptable solution can be found which satisfies the 
basic principles of the dismantling or destruction 
Procedures, adopted by us, set forth in paragraph 3 
of the Protocol for strategic offensive arms. At the 
same time, the Soviet side's proposal on the necessity 
for maximum possible reduction of expenditures for 


dismantling work would also be satisfied. 


I want to propose for your consideration new 


Soviet wording for subparagraph 3(a). 


(Text of subparagraph I1.3(a) of the Procedures 


for strategic offensive arms is read and handed over). 
If you, Mr. Commissioner, carefully examine this 


wording, you will undoubtedly note that it is almost 
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fully identical with the U.S. proposal. of November Klee 
1973. The only thing missing in the Soviet draft, is 
the mention of dismantling or destruction of launch 


control posts (bunkers). 


In our opinion, and I think the U.S. side will 
agree: with this, putting the silo launcher itself into 


an unusable condition is governing and most important 


in carrying out dismantling or destruction of facilities 


at silo launch sites. 


The Soviet side believes that the scope of 
dismantling work on a silo launcher, carried out in 
accordance with the aforementioned subparagraph (a), 
makes it completely unusable for launching missiles 
and leaves the sides no possibility whatever to 
reactivate it in a period of time, less than that 
required for new construction. Under these conditions, 
launch control posts (bunkers) completely cease to 
serve their purpose, especially since the launch 
equipment in them must be completely dismantled and 
removed from the launch site in accordance with 


paragraph 1 of the same Section of the Procedures. 


Also, such a resolution of the question of 


dismantling or destruction of silo launchers would 


& 


SECRET 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


Approved For Retease 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T004354800400010001-2 


SECRET 


2 


permit a considerable reduction in expenditures for 


dismantling work. 


Mr. Commissioner, I hope that the U.S. side will 
carefully study the new Soviet proposal tabled today, 
which is aimed at reaching mutually acceptable solu- 
tions:on matters of dismantling or destruction of, ICBM 
launchers deployed prior to 1964 and being replaced 


by SLBM launchers. 


T would also like to remind you. that we look upon 
our proposals for subparagraphs T1I.2(a) and I1I.3(a) 
of the Procedures for strategic offensive arms in the 
context of the statement I made earlier concerning 


the U.S. proposals on paragraph 4 of the same section. 


Thank you for your attention, 
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Official translation 
Soviet Working Document 
April 26, 1974 


PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


Paragraph II.e 


(a) areas of the launch pads centered on the 
launch stand and 10 meters in diameter, and missile 
launch control posts (bunkers) shall be made 


unusable by dismantling or destruction; 
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Official translation 


‘Soviet Working 1@ Document 
hort 205 1974 


PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


Paragraph I1.3 


(a) silo doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas 
ducting, launch tubes and silo headworks shall be 
dismantled or destroyed. Dismantled components 


shall be removed from the launch site; 
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US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


Meeting, April 23, 1974 
U.S. Mission, Geneva 


Fersons Present: 


Mr. Graybeal Brig. Gen. Ustinov 

Brig. Gen. Georgi Mr, Karpov 

Col. (Ret.) °C. Gs. MiteGeraid Mr, Yereskovsky 

Mr, Anderson Col. Belyanin 

Lt. Col. Bartos Capt. Kuznetsov 

Lt. Col. DeSimone Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter) 
Mr. Long Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter) 
Lt. Cdr. Martin Capt. Korobchenko 

Mr. Smith (Military Interpreter) 


Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter) 


Commissioner Graybeal welcomed General Ustinov and the 
members of the Soviet Component of the SCC, declared the 
meeting open, and gave the floor to General Ustinov. 


Commissioner Ustinov delivered a prepared statement on 


paragraph IIT.1(b) of the strategic offensive arms Procedures 
(Attachment No. 1). 


Mr. Graybeal gave the first part of his prepared comments 
on land-based ICBM launcher dismantling or destruction (Sections 
I, II, and III of Attachment No. 2), and passed to the Soviet 
side a U.S. Working Document containing proposed revised 
language for paragraph II.4 of the offensive arms Procedures 
(Attachment No. 3). 


General Ustinov said he had listened very carefully to 
Graybeal's statement, and wanted to express his satisfaction 
that the sides had found a common formulation for paragraph 
TI.1(b); it seemed that both sides were able to find a common 
point of view. As for paragraph II.4, it seemed to him that 
before he could speak to that subject the Soviet side would 
have to study the new draft which had been presented this 
morning. He said the U.S. proposal would be carefully studied, 
and a response would be forthcoming at a future meeting. 
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General Ustinov continued by saying that keeping our 
previous meeting in mind, he would like to try to clarify 
several questions in connection with the U.S.-proposed 
alternative formulations for the definition of a “modern 
SLBM," which had been tabled at that meeting. 


He then read a prepared text containing two questions on 
the "modern SLBM" definition (Attachment No. 4). 


Mr. Graybeal said he would like to give a preliminary 
response, which could be amplified at a subsequent meeting, 
to assist the Soviet side in understanding the U.S. position. 
He said that both alternatives suggested by the U.S. side at 
the April 19 mecting used the phrase "first flight-tested" in 
place of the "first tested" which was part of the bracketed 
language of the offensive JDT, in paragraph I.2.of the 
Procedures. This change had been made as a result of certain 
questions raised by the Soviet side -- informally, he thought, 
although he would have to check the record of our meetings at 
the second session of the SCC to be certain. Since "test" is 
very broad in its connotations, and many kinds of tests such 
as laboratory tests, drawing board tests and others exist, 
and since we are dealing here with procedures which are to 
be verified by national technical means, we changed the 
formulation so as to clearly distinguish flight testing from 
other kinds of testing. 


As for the change in the date from 1964 to 1965, Ustinov 
would note that the alternative proposed phrases which the 
U.S. side had tabled on April 19 were written so as to 
become part of paragraph 1.2. With the addition of either 
one of those phrases, the paragraph would deal with the 
definition of "modern SLBMs" in three parts -- the first 
part of the paragraph describes a modern SLBM for the U.S.$ 
the second part, for the Soviet Union; and the third part, 
for both sides. For consistency, since the cutoff date used 
in the second part was 1965, we had changed the date in our 
proposed additional phrase correspondingly. It is obvious 
that we are speaking of new missiles here, and it would seem 
appropriate to use such a cutoff date in order to distinguish 
the new from the old; this is a well-established precedent 
in previous SALT and SCC documents and discussions. 


Graybeal said he hoped this preliminary response would 
be helpful. He also added that he thought it became clear 
from Ustinov's questions and his own answers that the 
alternative proposed additions to paragraph I.2 which had 
been tabled on April 19 were both. preferable, in terms of 
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their clarity and the consistency of the date, to the 
third alternative, that is, the bracketed sentence in 
the November 16, 1973 and April 19, 1974 JDTs. 


General Ustinov thanked Graybeal, and said his question 
had been intended to get at the essence of the new U.S. 
proposals. He noted that from Graybeal's explanation he 
understood "first flight-tested" to mean the end of flight 
testing. 


Mr. Graybeal said he believed the language we had used 
had properly expressed our intent; it said "eirst flight-tested 
since 1965." The meaning here is parallel to the meaning of 
"made operational since 1965," which was in the unbracketed 
part of the paragraph. That is, the missiles spoken of here 
would have begun their flight testing sometime after 1965. 
Presumably, if such a missile ever became operational, then 
its flight testing would have been completed by that time. 

The important point is that flight testing would have begun 
after 1965, and this formulation would provide for completing 
the definition to include "modern ST.BMs" on diesel submarines. 


General Ustinov expressed his great appreciation for 
the explanation. He said that it would be carefully studied, 


just as the Soviet side had been studying the new U.S. proposals, 


and that we would be able to return to this question at 4 
future meeting. 


Ustinov said the newly-proposed formulation for 
paragraph TT.4 of the offensive arms Procedures would be 
just as carefully studied. He added that he wanted to very 
frankly say he had intended to’ present the Soviet viewpoint 
on that paragraph today, but since the U.S. side had tabled 
a new proposal, he thought it would not be well to speak on 
the previous formulation, Therefore, the Soviet side would 
study the new proposal and address the subject later. 


Mr. Graybeal said that in keeping with the understanding 
he and Ustinov had reached on today's agenda, and in the 
light of the earlier exchange at this meeting, he would like 
to continue with comments and presentation of the U.S. side's 
views concerning the subject of ICBMs; specificaily, he wanted 
to address paragraphs II.2 and II.3 of the offensive arms 
Procedures. He emphasized that these comments were in the 
context of the interrelationship he had previously mentioned 
between paragraph Tr.44 and the other paragraphs of Section II. 
These comments should be understood in the context of the 
importance of that concept in paragraph TI.4 and its relation- 
ship to the degree of dismantling and destruction at both 
soft and silo ICBM sites. 
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Graybeal then gave the remainder of his comments on 
procedures for dismantling or destruction of land-based ICBM 
launchers (see Attachment No. 2). 


General Ustinov said he had listened very carefully to 
the U.S. proposals on the various paragraphs of Section II 
of the offensive arms Procedures. He wanted to repeat that 
everything Graybeal had said today would be carefully studied 
py the Soviet side. Several points of contact had become 
evident, which could be used to try to find. solutions. tod 
the issues in Section II. Since there were new proposals from 
the U.S. side, he would not critique the U.S.-proposed 
formulations in the JDT at this time, but would study instead 
the new proposals, which pertain to questions of interest to 
the Soviet side. ° 


Mr. Graybeal said the U.S. side would like to provide 
answers to the questions concerning notification which had 
been asked by the Soviet side at the April 19 meeting, and 
gave his prepared response to those questions (Attachment 


No. 5). 


He then said that completed the material he had for 
this morning, and asked whether the Soviet side had any 
further considerations. 


General Ustinov thanked Graybeal for the clarification 
on the notirication questions, and said it would be carefully 
studied and analyzed by the Soviet side. 


As to further comments, he said he would like to repeat 
that he would abstain in view of the new proposals presented 
today. 


Mr. Graybeal said the only question remaining, in that 
case, was to schedule the next meeting, and proposed that 

it take place on Friday, April °6;, at 11:00 a.m, He noted 
that it would be at the Soviet Mission, if that were agreeable, 
and that be believed we had also already agreed to an informal 
meeting in the form of a luncheon at 1:00 p.m. tomorrow, 


April 24. 


General Ustinov said the schedule for Friday was agreeable, 
and that the Soviet side also found tomorrow's schedule very 
agreeable, 
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Mr. Graybeal adjourned the meeting at 12:30 p.m. 


Attachments: 


1. Ustinov Statement on Offensive Procedures Para II.1(b) 

. Graybeal Comments on Dismantling or Destruction 
Procedures for Land-Based ICBM Launchers 

. U.S. Working Document: Strategic Offensive Arms 
Procedures, Para II.4 

. Ustinov Questions on "Modern SLBM" Definition 

. Graybeal response to Soviet Questions on Notification 


we WwW 
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON PARAGRAPH IT.1(b) OF 
PROCEDURES FOR OFFENSIVE ARMS 
April 23, 1974 
Mr. Commissioner, 
As you and I agreed, today I will present 
comments of the Soviet side regarding the wording 
of gone of the unagreed paragraphs of Section II of 
the Procedures for strategic offensive arms; 
specifically, I have in mind, first of all, para- 
graph II.1(b) of the Procedures for strategic offensive 


arms. 


As you know, this paragraph specifies those 
measures which shall be carried out in all cases of 
dismantling or destruction of land-based ICBM launchers 


being replaced by SLBM launchers. 


The difference between the formulations of this 
paragraph is that the U.S, wording, as set forth in 
the November 16, 1973 draft, speaks of the dismantling 
of fixed launch equipment, all erecting and handling 
equipment, and propellant-handling equipment, located 
at the launch site or associated with it (i.e. with 
the launch site), whereas the Soviet draft speaks of 
the dismantling of this very same equipment, associated 


with the launcher and located at the launch site. 
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In view of the vagueness of the U.S. proposal 

regarding the aforementioned equipment, it would be 
possible, if one so desired, to include any systems 

and components, even if located at a considerable 
distance from the launcher, or from the launch site 

of an‘ICBM launcher, of an older type and unrelated 

to the launching of ICBMs deployed prior to 1964. 

In this connection, it would be impossible to establish 
ternieoniet bounds within which the equipment 
Gismantling provision will apply, which could lead 

to misunderstandings in verification. It seems to 


us that this is not in the interests of both sides, 


Tn our view, the Soviet draft of this portion of 
paragraph 1(b) provides full clarity on this question. 
To begin with, it presupposes the dismantling of equip- 
ment associated with the launcher, i.e. that equipment 
which is directiy involved in preparing and carrying 
out the launch of a missile from this launcher. The 
dismantling of precisely this equipment is necessary 
for putting this launcher in a condition that precludes 


the possibility of its use for launching an ICBM. 


Moreover, the Soviet draft precisely defines 
the territorial bounds within which the dismantling 
provision applies, by indicating the equipment 


located at the launch site. This facilitates 
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verification cf dismantling, by national technical 
means, since its territorial confines are strictly 


delineated by the launch site. 


Thus, the Soviet draft provides for the dismantiing 
of all the equipment related to carrying out the 
launch of ICBMs, deployed prior to 1964, at a given 


‘launch site. 


Therefore, the Soviet draft of subparagraph (b); 
as it applies to ICBM launcher equipment, is fully 
in accord with paragraph 3 of the Protocol for strategic 
offensive arms,agreed by us, which specifies that the 
procedures for dismantling or destruction of ICBM 
launchers and associated facilities shall insure that 
they would be put in a condition that precludes the 
possibility of their use for launching ICBMs, shall 
insure that reactivation of units dismantled or 
destroyed would be detectable by national technical 
means and shall be such that reactivation time of 
those units would not be substantially less than the 


time required for new construction. 


Taking into account all that I have said above, 
we believe that the Soviet version of the formulation 
for subparagraph (b) of November 16, 1973, fully meets 


the objectives of the Procedures we are working out. 
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Mr. Commissioner, I hope that the U.S. side 
ee’ will regard ovr considerations with full attention. 
TL think that achievement of mutual understanding on 


this question would be in the intercsts of both sides. 


Thank you for your attention. 
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Attachment No. @ 


COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL'S COMMENTS -- PROCEDURES FOR 


DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION OF LAND-BASED ICBM LAUNCHERS 


April 23, 1974 


YY 


1. Mr. Commissioner, today we are exchanging views 
on dismantling or destruction procedures for both soft 


and silo ICBM launchers. 


2, Para. II.4 sets forth a concept which the U.S. 
side continues to believe important. We have carefully 
reviewed prior exchanges on this concept, and are prepared 
to make some changes in Para. II.4 which take into account 


certain considerations expressed by the Soviet side. 
(Read revised Para. Il.4 and pass copy to Soviet side) 


3. Mr. Commissioner, you will note from this revision of 
Para. Il./) that we have deleted the phrase "or for storage or 
support of ICBM - capable launchers." There can be no question 
that this paragraph now deals clearly, directly, and only with 
TCBMs -- a subject clearly within our assigned responsibilities. 
If the USSR does not intend to use replaced ICBM launch sites 
for storage, support or Launch of ‘ICBMs, then there should be 


no reason why agreement cannot be reached. 
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4, Mr. Commissioner, on November 5, 1973 I reiterated 
the view of the U.S. side that there is a direct link 
between the solution we reach on this concept and the 
scope and extent of dismantling or destruction procedures 
for land-based ICBM launch sites which would be acceptable 


to the U.S. side. This remains the U.S. view. 


Il. 


>» Mr. Commissioner, keeping in mind my previous 
statement regarding the inter-relationship between the 
concept in our revised Para. II.4 and the remaining issues 
involving procedures for dismantling or destruction of 
land-based ICBMs, I would like to make the following 
additional comments. 

Tits 
6. As you correctly noted in your opening statement, 

the present bracketed language in Para, II.1(b) 
indicates a difference in the scope of dismantling 
activities at land-based ICBM launch sites. The U.S. 
proposal would include fixed launch equipment, all erecting 
and handling equipment, and propellant handling equipment 


located at the site or associated with it, whether or not 
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specifically located within the site per se. The soviet 


language would deal with the same items but only those 


associated with the launcher and located at the launch site. 


7. The U.S. side does not see why certain items 
directly associated with the specific launch site, even 
though not located within the launch site, should not be 
dismantied or destroyed. However, Mr. Commissioner, taking 
into account Soviet considerations, including those presented 
this morning, the U.S. side is prepared to accept the Soviet 
language which reads "associated with the launcher and 


' located at the launch site." 


TVs 


8. The difference between the U.S. and Soviet approach 
to dismantling or destruction of soft ICBM launch sites, 
as reflected in Para. I1.2(a), involves the extent to which 
the launch pads are to be dismantled or destroyed. We are 
agreed that dismantling and removal of the launch device alone 
are not adequate. In our view an area of the launch pad 
centered on the launch stand must be made unusable by 
dismantling or destruction. This area must be of sufficient 
size to meet the reactivation time criterion. The U.S. side 
peeves that dismantling or destruction of an area of the 


launch pad 30 meters in diameter would meet this criterion. 


SUCRET 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


Approved For R@jease 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T004354000400010001-2 


aif 


9. From my review of past exchanges on this subject, 
it is my wnderstanding that the Soviet-proposed language 
also includes dismantling or destruction of the Locations 
where the launch device was emplaced. The soviet proposal, 
however, does not specify the area of the launch pad to be 


dismantled or destroyed. 


10. I do not believe there is a major difference in 
the approaches of the two sides, and thus it should be 
possible to find compromise language which meets the 
reactivation time criterion as well as the objective of 


the procedures of the two sides. 


V. 


11, The present bracketed language in Para. I1.3 
indicates a significant difference in the scope of dismantling 
activities at silo launch sites. The U.S. proposal includes 
certain actions which the Soviet proposed language does not 
require: the dismantling or destruction of silo headworks 


and Launch control bunkers and filling the silo with earth. 


12. The reactivation time agreed to in Para. 3 of the 
Protocol also applies to silo launch sites. The U.S. side 


continues to believe that silo headworks and launch control 


SECRET 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


( 


Approved For Rgjease 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T004354000400010001-2 


bunkers should be dismanticd or destroyed in order to meet 
the reactivation time criterion. The Soviet proposal as 
currently worded does not meet this criterion. 


in Para. II.3(b) 
13. The present U.S. proposed language/requires that 


after a period of six months the silo be filled with earth. 
The U.S. side is prepared to accept the Soviet language 
reading as follows: "After the actions provided in 
subparagraph (a) above have been accomplished, the silo 
shall remain open for a period of six months, after which 


it may be filled with earth." 


Vi. 


“14, Mr. Commissioner, today the U.S. side has proposed 
a comprehensive solution for the four bracketed paragraphs 
of the Procedures for dismantling or destruction of land-based 
ICBM sites. This movement on our part provides Por a 
compromise solution which takes into account previously 
expressed considerations of the Soviet side, and is designed 
to contribute to working out the mutually agreed procedures 


we are charged with in the SCC. 
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. U.S. Working Document 
April 23, 1974 


STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS: PROCEDURES 
PARAGRAPH I1T.4 


"1, After dismantling or destruction has been 
accomplished in accordance with the above procedures, 
facilities remaining at ICBM launch sites shall not 
be used for storage, support or launch of ICBMs but 
may, at the discretion of the Parties, be used for 
purposes not inconsistent with the provisions of the 
Interim Agreement and the Protocol thereto." 
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USTINOV QUESTIONS ON "MODERN SLBM" DEFINITION 
April 23, 1974 


& 


Mr. Commissioner, 

At the last meeting, the U.S. side set forth 
two alternative formulations regarding the concept of 
a modern SLBM, for an addition to the agreed portion 
of paragraph I.2@ of the Procedures for strategic 


offensive arms. 


The position of the Soviet SCC Component on this 
question has already been presented at the last meeting 
and remains valid. At the same time, in our study of 
these additional formulations, questions arose which 
we would ask the U.S. Component of the Commission to 


answer if possible. 


First of all, what is the difference between the 
wording of November 16--"first tested," and the word- 
ing used in your new proposals--"first flight-tested." 
what is the essence of the difference and what 


specifically does the U.S. side mean by these expres- 


sions? 


Secondly, why is 1964 spoken of in one case, 


and 1965 in the second case? 


I would be grateful to you, Mr. Commissioner, 
if the U.S. Component of the Commission would clarify 


these matters for us. 
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Attachment No. 5 


COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL'S RESPONSE - QUESTIONS ON NOTIFICATION 


April 235, 1974 


Ls Mr. Commissioner, at the SCC meeting of April 19, 
1974, you raised certain questions regarding the manner in 
which notification of certain dismantling or destruction 
activities would be handled under U.S. proposed procedures 
for reporting such activities which are in process and 
those which have been completed. You cited specific examples 
where with varying intervals between SCC sessions and 
different times for completing dismantling or destruction 
settee, some dismantling or destruction actions could 
be started and completed between successive SCC sessions, 
others could continue in process over the period of two SCC 
‘sessions, and still others could start during one interval 


between SCC sessions and be completed in the next. Today 


I would like to respond to the questions you have raised. 


2, The situations you have described could exist; 
however, they would be handled easily and simply in the 


proposed notification procedures. 
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3. Looking at both the U-S. and the Soviet version 
of Paragraph 1.6 of the procedures for strategic offensive 
arms, it will be noted that there is agreement that 
notification of dismantling or destruction and replacement 
activities "shall be given through the scc twice annually, 
reflecting the status as of the beginning of each regular 


session." The beginning of a SCC session is a fixed point 


in time. Likewise, each launcher subject to the notification 


is in a precise status at that time, with dismantling or 
destruction either in process or completed. No launcher 


wee” could be in both categories at the same time. 
4. «Turning now to your questions: 


(a) A launcher on which dismantling or destruction 
action was started and completed between 
successive SCC sessions would be included 
only in the number completed since the last 


report in the SCC. 


(bo) Where a launcher is in process of dismantling 
or destruction over two SCC sessions, it would 
be included at both sessions in the total number 


in process. 
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(ec) If a launcher is in process of being dismantled 
or destroyed at the beginning of one session and 
completed prior to the beginning of the next 
aébsion in the first report it would be included 
with the number in process and in the second 


report with the number completed. 


In all cases, the notification would reflect the status 
of the launchers as of the beginning of each regular SCC 


session when the notification is made. 


5. Mr. Commissioner, each notification at the beginning 
of a SCC session would include the number of launchers on 
which dismantling or destruction was in process at that point 
in time and the number of launchers on which dismantling or 
destruction had been seneievea: since the last report in the 
SCC. We believe that this notification procedure provides 
a simple and unambiguous method for providing a twice annual 
accounting of the total number of launchers on each side on 
which dismantling or destruction has been completed or is in 


process. Of course, the cumulative number of launchers on 
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which siemne line or destruction has been completed plus 
the number in process of dismantling or destruction must 
not be less than the number of replacement SLBM launchers 
at any timé. I hope this explanation satisfactorily 


answers the questions raised by the Soviet side. 
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US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


Meeting, April 19, 1974 
Soviet Mission, Geneva i 


Persons Present: 


Mr. Graybeal Brig. Gen. Ustinov 

Brig. Gen. Georgi Mr. Karpov : 
Gol. (Reta). Ce Ge BiteGersld Mr. Yereskoveky 
Mr, Anderson Col. Belyanin i 
Lt. Col, Bartos Capt. Kuznetsov 
Lt. Col. DeSimone Mr. Marchuk. (Interpreter ) 

Mics one. Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter) 

bb, Cdry. Martin Capt. Korobchenke 

Mr. Smith (Military Interpreter ) 


Mr. Afanasenko (Interpreter) 


Commissioner Ustinov opened the meeting and said that 
before giving the floor to Graybeal he would like to say a 
few words. He delivered a brief prepared statement on tne 
exchange of the JDTs (Attachment. No. 1), and passed the 
Russian texts to Graybeal (Attachments No. 2 and No. 3). 


Commissioner Graybeal said that he was in full agreement 
with Ustinov's comments, particularly concerning the usefulness 
of the work whicn had been done under. the supervision of our 
Executive Secretaries and Deputy Commissioners, and with 
respect to the status of the JDTs. The texts which our 
Executive Secretaries had finished conforming yesterday, he. 
agreed, are to be considered Joint Draft Texts "preliminarily 
agreed by Commissioners" as of April 19, 1974, with the same 
understanding Ustinov had noted; that is, there may be further 
requirements for clarification and editorial work, and also 
"nothing is agreed until all is agreed." He then passed to 
Ustinov copies of the English language versions of the two 
Joint Draft Texts (Attachments No. 4 and No. 5). 


SECRNT/EXDIS 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


eee: 


Approved For Relgase 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435AQ99400010001-2. 


SECRET/EXDTS 


aera 


General Ustinov tnanked Graybeal, and proceeded to 
deliver a brief prepared statement concerning the task of 


the SCC at this session (Attachment No. 6). 


Mr. Graybeal said that the U.S. Component agreed with 
Ustinov's remarks, and also considers that completion, to 
the extent possible, of work on the substantive issues in 
the JDTs to be the principal task at this session of the SCC. 


Graybeal continued by noting that he would like to turn 
to one of the areas in the JDTs containing bracketed language, 
and present some considerations on the subject of notification. 
He read his prepared comments on that subject (Attachment No. ioe 


General Ustinov thanked Graybeal, and said that the: 
statement of the U.S. Component, to which he had listened 
very carefully, would also be very carefully studied. He 
continued by delivering his own prepared statement on the 
subject of notification (Attachment No. 8), inserting the 
following comment between the 6th and 7th paragraphs: "By 
way of comment on certain remarks in your statement, we are 
speaking here not only of notification concerning the sinking 
of submarines, but also of such U.S. proposals during SCC-II 
as notification concerning sea trials which will begin 
during the next six months, and the predesignation of ship- 
yards to be used for dismantling activities." 


Mr. Graybeal said that Ustinov's comments would be 
carefully studied, of course, but that he would like to 
make a preliminary remark with respect to their substance. 
A careful study, he said, of U.S. and Soviet statements on 
this subject indicates that there is agreement that prior 
notification is not required for adequate verification of 
compliance with the provisions of the ABM Treaty and Interim 
Agreement or with the proccdures now being worked out in the 
SCC. He wanted to suggest again that the notification problem 
and the procedures proposed by the U.S. side be considered on 
their own merit, and that both sides carefully review the 
considerations presented on the subject today with a view 
to returning to it at an early date. 


General Ustinov said he had no objection to such a 
careful study and return to this subject, as the Soviet 


side believes 1t to be one of the most important questions 
on which the sides have differing points of view. Noting 
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‘ 
that he would like to continue discussion of this subject 
today in order to clarify several points, he turned to a 
prepared statement on notification concerning dismantling 
and destruction activities in progress (Attachment No. 9). 


Following the penultimate paragraph of his statement, 
he noted that the additional examples he was referring to 
included about ten which Capt. Kuznetsov had worked up "in 


his spare time over the past few days." 


Mr. Graybeal said that Ustinov had raised several 
interésting questions, and would probably fully understand 
if Graybeal did not attempt to answer them here and now. 
He said they would be studied and answered at a subsequent 
meeting. 


General Ustinov said he had not expected answers today, 
and agreed that we should return to this subject at a future 
meeting. 


Mr. Graybeal said he would like to address another 
point which is the subject of differing views, and read 
his prepared comments on "modern" SLBMs (Attachment No. 10), 
passing to the Soviet side the two additions proposed by 
the U.S. side as alternative additions to take the place 
of the bracketed language in paragraph I.2 of the Offensive 
Arms Procedures (Attachment No. 11). 


In presenting the two proposed variants for addition 
to paragraph 1.2, Graybeal said both of them were consistent 
with the Interim Agreement and its Protocol, and that either 
of them would complete the definition of a "modern SLBM," 
making that definition independent of the type of submarine 
on which SLBMs were installed. He concluded by stating that 
if the Soviet side felt either or both of the proposed alter- 
natives to be inadequate or incorrect, he would strongly urge 
that the Soviet side provide its own variant for consideration; 
the objective here was to find some way to make the definition 
complete and correct. 


General Ustinov said he understood that Graybeal's state- 
ment today meant the U.S. side had now proposed three 
alternatives for inclusion in paragraph 1.23; the one which 
was brackcted in the Joint Draft Texts and the two which had 
been presented today. Graybeal confirmed that to be the case. 
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Ustinov continued by saying that he would also like to 
address the subject of this definition in paragraph 1.2, 
and read a prepared statement (Attachment No. 12). 


He closed by saying that he had listened attentively 
to Graybeal's remarks and the new U.S. proposals, which would 
be carefully studied. He requested that the U.S. side take 
his own statement of today into consideration in its work on 
this subject, and that we return to some detailed work on 
the matter at a future mecting. 


Mr." Graybeal said the U.S. side would certainly study 
Ustinov's considerations very carefully, but that he had to 
aiffer on one point. Ustinov had said that paragraph 1.3 
"answered the U.S. question." That paragraph deals with 
“older ballistic missiles on diesel submarines." The point 
under discussion here is the definition of a "modern SLBM," 
and paragraph 2 deals with missiles installed not on diesel 
submarines but on nuclear-powered submarines. Therefore, in 
Graybeal's opinion, paragraph 3 is not an adequate substitute 
for the U.S.-proposed addition to paragraph 2. He would have 
to carefully review Ustinov's remarks, since possibly he had 
not understood them in the proper context. He agreed that we 
would return to this subject at a future meeting. 


General Ustinov asked if the U.S. side had any further 
matters to raise this morning. 


Mr. Graybeal replied that it did not. 

General Ustinov said that this morning's meeting, which 
had put some questions before us which we must work on, had 
been productive and useful. He proposed that the next meeting 
be set for Tuesday, April 23, at 11:00 a.m. at the U.S. Mission. 

Mr. Graybeal accepted that proposal. 


General Ustinov adjourned the meeting at 12:30 p.m. 
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Attachments: 
i. Ustinov Statement on Exchange of JDTs 
e. Russian Text, April 19, 1974 JDT (Offensive) 
3. Russian Text, April 19, 1974 JDT (ABM) 
4, English Text, April 19, 1974 JDT Offensive ) 
9- English Text, April 19, 1974 JDT (ABM) 
6. Ustinov Statement on Task of SCC-IIT 
~. Graybeal Comments on Notification 
8. Ustinov Statement on Notification 
9. Ustinov Statement on Notification of Dismantling in 
Process 
10, Graybeal Comments on "Modern SLBMs" 
| 11. U.S. Working Document -- Offensive Procedures 
Paragraph I.2 
12. Ustinov Statement on Definition of "Modern SLBMs" 
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON EXCHANGE OF JOINT DRAFT TEXTS 


Aprii 19, 1974 


Mr. Commissioner, 

As reported to me by our Executive Secretary, 
Mr. Yereskovsky, he and Col. FitzGerald yesterday 
concluded the work of conforming the Russian and 
English texts of the Protoccls and Procedures, 
governing replacement, dismantling or destruction, 
and notification thereof, for strategic offensive 
arms and ABM systems, preliminarily agreed, reflecting 


their state as of April 19, 1974. 


“We note with pleasure the fruitful activity 


in this regard by the Joint Working Group, headed by 


‘the Executive Secretaries. In our opinion the work 


which was carried out is beneficial in all respects. 
In this connection, we proceed from the premise that 
the texts which were prepared are working texts. They 
may be refined by us in the course of completing the 
full texts of the Protocols and Procedures and are 


subject to review and approval by the Governments. 


Allow me to hand to you the Russian Joint Draft 
Texts of the Protocols and Procedures. As I understand 
can 
it, we/consider them preliminarily agreed by Commis- 


sioners, reflecting their state as of April 19, 1974. 
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OG ie i) 6: at 6 Joint Draft Text 
Preiliminarily Agreed 


by Commissioners 
April 19, 1974 


TekcT cCOBMGCTHOFO Mpoexta, 


IPC WBAPMTEMERO COT aCOBSu— 
Holi pe qcrapire ns - 

19 anpena [o/t Toma 
NOCTOHHHAR KOUCYIBTATMBHAR KO MM CCA 


' HPO TORO 
TIPOUELY Pi, PRTYIMPYOUME BAUEHY, JEMOHTAN WIM YHWUTOXEAUE 
W YBEOMIGHME O ee HACTYIA THE DHE 
EE iN 


5 COOTBETCTBMM C TOMOKCHUAMM HU B OCyleCcTBAeHMe BpemeHHoro 
COTM@UeHMA Mommy Cow3s0m CoBeTcKux CollManuctmuccKhux Pecryonun u 
COezMHeHHLMM Iitatamu AMeDUKU O HEKOTOPHX MepaxX Bb OOMAcTM orpa~ 
HUYCHMA CTPATCTUYECKUX HACTYMATCIBHHX BOUPyYKXCHMM OT 26 NAA 
i972 Toma, Ilporokona K HeMy, a Takxe COrmacOBaHHHX 3aABIeCHMh B 
CBA8H C STMM COTJIAWeCHMcM yuaCcTBYNIMe 3 HX CTOPOHH, B paMHaXx 
IlOCTOAHHOM KOHCYNBTATUDHOH KOMUCCHM, COTMACMNMCh Oo Mpolienypax, 
perynupyomm BaMeHy, AeGMONTAX UNM YHMUTOReEHMe MW YBeOMIeHNe oO 
HX, DA CTPATeETMUCCHUAX HACTYNATCMBHNX BOOPyxe HMM, OTPAHWYCHHEX 
SBTUM BpGMCHHHM COTIAWeHMeM, Kak OHM cOOPMyIMpoBallt B [lpmnoxenuu 
K Hactonmemy Upotokony, KOTOpOe ABIAETCA HEOTBEMNEMOM YACThH 9TO- 
To [lpotokKoa. 

CTOPOHE! COTUACHIMCL Takme O CIeywuwux oOMUuxX pPyKOBOAALMX TlO- 
AOR HMAX & 


I. [punaraemue Ilpouezypi MPUMeHAWTCH TOILKO B OTHOMeHUM 
CpeACTB, BAMCHACMEX M DJ@MOHNTUPYSMEX WNW YHMUTORACMLX B COOTBET— 
CTBUM C MOJONCHMAMM BLILeYUOMAHYTOTO BpeMGHHOTO cormameHnuas 


2+ J00AA BAMCHA MYCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK MEXKOHTUHEHTAABHHX Oar- 
WUCTMUUECHUX paket (MBP) HUM NOABOAHNX JOZOK Cc OasNUCTMYECKUMA 
pakeTaMu W MYCHOBHX YCTAHOLOK OaNNMCTMUCCKMX paket MOZBOAHHX NO- 
mox (BP IM) ocywecrBnaetcH Ha OCcHOBaHMM Cratel Il u IY Bpeiennoro: 
cOTaMeHMA, IpoTOKONa K HEMY, A TAKE COOTBETCTBYIOMMX COorniacoBaH- 
HX SanBIeHWh; 


CekpewtuHo 
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3. [IpolezypH DZeMOHTANA WIM YHUUTONCHMA ITYCKOBHX yCcTAHODOK 
MBP w OTHOCHIMXCA K HUM COOPYXCHMH, & TAKNE NODBOAHHX OZOH ¢c 
OAIIUCTUYECKUMM PAKSTAMA M MyCcKoBEX ycTaHoBOK BP Ill vOecncunpanr 
IIPUBEACHKE MX B COCTOAHMG, MCKNWUAWICE BOSMOMHOCTS MCTIONB30BAHMA 
UX AJid TYCKOB cOOTBETCTBeHHO MBP unu BP IM; oOccnewuBapt BoswoK- 
HOCTB OOHAPYRCHHA MOBTOPHOTO PasBEPTHBAHUA ACMOHTMPOBAHHEX AM 
YHUUTONCHHHX CZMHML HAUMOHAIBHEMUA TCXHUYCCKUMM CDeCACTBAMM; ABIA- 
WITCH TAKUMM, UTO BPEMA, HEOOXOAUMOE ANA MOBTOPHOTO pasbepTHSsaHnMA 
STUX EAMHMI, He OBO OH BHAUMTCIBHO MEHBUC, UCM BDPEMA, HeEOOXoaU- 
MOC ZH HOBOTO CTPOUTCNBCTBA; a Take UCKNWUANT HEOMpaByaHHue 
SaZCDRKM B ACMOHTAKe UNM YHUUTOXeHMM; 


4. IIpoulezypH ZCMOHTAKA MIM YHMUTOMCHUA GOPMYNMPyWOTCA OTTENb- 
HO QJ HCSAWMLICHHHX WM DJIN WAaXTHHX MYCKOBLX yCTAHOBOK MBP HaseMHOTO 
OasupoBanlA, 8 TAKKE DNA NOABOUNX TOROK CG CaNNMCTMYeCCKMMM pake- 
TAaMM WM MyCKOBUX ycTaHoBoK BP Il; 


De I[poucw YPN 3aMCHL M ACMOHTAMA MIM YHMUTONCHMA OOeCHSUuBaNnt 
BOSMOMHOCTH COOTBETCTBYWUCTO KOHTPOIIA HAIMOHANBHHMM TeCXHMYCCHKUMU 
cpegzcTBaMM B cooTBeTCTBUuM co CratBeti Y BpeMCHHOTO cormalleHuA; 


6. Tlocne TeEMOHTaita UNAM YHUUTOXCHAA, MpOBeReEHHOTO B cooTBeT- 
CTBUM C Tpunaraemumu pouenypaMu, coopymeHuA, OCTAlWUMeCH Ha cTap— 
TOBLX NOBSMIMAX WbP HA8CMHOTO Oa3MpOBAHMA, A TAKE MOABOAHHE NOZKM 
MOTYT IO yYCMOTPCHMN CTOPOH UCMONL3S0BaTECA ANA Weneli, He MpoTuBo-— 
PewvawMx NOMOMCHUAM BpeMeHHOTO cormalcHua u [lpotokoma K HeMy; 


 £°%. TlocpcactBom cooTBercrBywuux mpouenyp Cropouil yBezouAwt 
Apyr Zpyra O KONWMUECTBE ACMOHTUPOBAHHHX UNM YHUUTOMCHHHX IY CKOELHX 


. JCTAHOBOH, Q& Take O KONMYUECTBE TAKUX MNYCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK, MUCIIOJIb— 


SOBQHHEX JIA 3aMeHL; a 7¢ 


{-?. TMocpeactbom cBOeBPeMeHHHX HM cooTBeTCTBYNUMX Mpouenyp 
CTOPOHH YBeTOMMAWT Apyr Apyra oO KOMMUEecTBe M TMNe ZeMoNTUpyemUx 
UU YHMUTOMACHLIX TIYCKOBHX YCTaHOBOK, 4& TAKMe O KONMYECTBE MyYCKO- 
BHX YCTAHOBOK, MpeAHaSHAYCHHUX B KAYECTBE SAMCHLI; a 72 


CC. poe. THEO 
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8. HOTWUUCCTBO NOABOANNX TOZOK C OANMMCTMUYCCKMMU pakeTaMH, 
OAHOBPCMCHHO HAXOAAWAXCH B NOCTPOHKe WM MpeAHaSHaYeHHHX B Kaye- 
CTRE BAaNCHE, IIc OYRCT MPCBUWATL KOMMUSCTBA, COBMeECTMMOTO C HOp- 
MANIBHLUIM TpaguloM CTDOHTeIBCTBa. []OZ HOPMAVIBHUM TpagukomM crpon- 
TCJIBCTBA NOHUMACTCH TPa@uk, COBMECTUMEM C TpoWNol WU HEHeWHCh 
NIPAKTUKO CTPOUTENBCTBA y Kamyoh us Cropoue 


Hactonmun Tpotokon uw mpunaracmuc Ilpoluezyph BCTYNAaNT B CUIy 

C MOMGHT& NOAMMCAHMA DZaHHoro [lpoTokoma uM ocTaWTCA B cule Ha Te- 

puoz, RehCTBYA BEUeYMOMAHY TOTO BpeMeHHOTo cormalleHuaA, uw HocTosu= 

| HAH KOHCYNBTATMBHAA KOMUCCKA MOET MO CBOEMY YCMOTDeCHMN BHOCUTh 
| B HUX NOMpABKue 


| CoBeplicHo Toma B Topogze ieHeBe B ABYX SK3EM- 
TWIApaxX, KAD Ha PYCCKOM M AHTIMNCKOM A3HKax, MpmuemM 0608 TeHcTa 
=~ 3 MET ODMHAKOBY CULV. 


IIpezcTaBUT els IIpezcTaBuTelb 
Consa CobpetCKMx ColuMmamucruyecKux COCA MHEHHHX [lta Tos 
Pe cryonuuk AmMepuxn 


TIPeAUOMCHAC AMEPDUKAHCKOL CTOPOHU. 
IipezOxeHMe COBETCKOM CTOPOHL. 


No Fi 


Cer petfuHO 
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NOCTORHHAS KOHCYIBTATMBHAA KOMMCCHA 


IPOURAYPH, PETYWMPYDWUUE BAMEHY, TEMOHTAR WIM 
YHMUTOREHHE UW YBRIOMTEHME O HU, QA CIPATATMYECK UX 
HACTYIATMIbHLX BOOPYXERIM 


I. QOuue 

I. (0A 3AMCHH H&A MYCKOBHe YCTAHOBKM OaNNMCTMUeCCHUX paket 
COBPEMCHIINX ATOMHHX MOTBOAHHY NOZOK, B Mpeqemax ypoBHeh, yora- 
HOBIGHHBX DJA KAKDOn “3 CTOPOH, MOTYT UCNONBSOBATECA TY CKOBLE 
YCTAHOBKM MCNKOHTUHEHTANBHNX OaIMcTMuecKkux paket (MBP) HaseMHO- 
TO G&3MPOBAaHMA CTAPLX TMMOB, pasBepHYTHX go 1964 Tropa, MycKoLLe 
YCTAHOBEM OANNMCTMUCCKMX PAKET AWOHX ATOMHHX NOABOAHNX MOROK, a 


Takite MY CKOBMEe YCTAHOBHUA COBDCMCHHBbix OaNMCTUYECKUX paket MU3se/Ib- 


HEX TIOZBODHUX OTOH. 


2. COBPCMCHHHMM OATIMCTHYECHUMM PAKCTAMM NOABODHLX NOROK 
CUMTANWTCH: ANA COCAMHCHHHX IlTaTOB — PaXeThl, YCTAHOBIICHHHE Ha 
BCEX ATOMHHX MOUBODHHX JIONKAX, a A CoBetckoro Cowsa — pakeTH 
TOTO TUMA, KOTOPHE YCTAHOBACHH HA ATOMHHX MOABOAHHX OZKaXx, 
BBCLCHLNX B OOeBOH cnctaB nocne 1965 roma. / B ZomonHenue k 
STOMY COBPCMEHHHMM OaANJIMCTMUYCCKMMM PAKCTAMM NMOZBOAHEX OZOX CuM~ 
TAWTCA BCe OaNIMCTUYECKMe PAKETH MOZBORHHX NOAOK, BIIePBHeE MCTEI- 
TAHHBC mocne I964 romae 7? 


3. IlycKoBLe YCTSHOBKM CTAPLUX OANIMCTMYSCHUX pakKeT HA TZASCIE- 
HHX MOWBOAHUX MOAKAX HE MOLTYT UCHONBSOBATECA DNA WeNeu 3aMeHbl, 
TIPeZLY CMOTPEHHEX IpoToKoTOM K BDeMCHHOMY COTVAlICHMI0 O HEKOLOPHIX 
Mepax B OOMACTM OTPAHMUCHMAA CTPATETMYCCHUX HacTYyMaTeMbHHX Boopy- 
“CHM. 

A, JieMOHTAX VJIM YHMUTOMeHMe SAMCHHEMUIX IIYCKOBHX YCTAHOBOHK 
HAUMHACTCA He MO8RHEE PATH HAUAIA MOPECXOZHHX MCMETAHUM MODZBODHO hi 
JOWKM, IpeHAasHAaYeCHHO B KayecTBE BAMEHH. HayanOM AEMOHTANa UNM 
YHMUTORCHUA MYCKOBOM ycoTanobKM MBP ABIAeCTCA Hayao BLMOJIHCHUA 


CSD 6 f HO 
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OOTO U3 MepOnpuATMi, yHASAHUEX Hue B pasgene TI. Hauanom ge- 
MOHTANQ WIM YHMUTOKEHMA MOABOAHOM OAKA c OaNMUCTMYeCCKMMMA pake- 
TAMU M60 myckoBol yorTanoBKM BP I apmaercn Hayano BHMOMHeHAA 
WWGOTO 43 MePOTIPUATHM, YHASaHHEIX HME B pa3sneze Ill. 


O» HAUYaIOM MOPEXOZHHX UCTIHTANMh NODZBOAHOK Nog_KM c Oannuctu~ 
YUCCHUMM pPaAkeTaMU, TIPCTHASHAYSHHOL B KAUECTBE BAMCHH, ABNAETCH 
gata, Korma Takan NOABOANAA NOAKA BepBHe cCoBEepuaecT MlaBailve 
CBOMM XOZOM BHE TaBaHM WIM MopTa, Tae MpousBoAMAUcBR MoctTpouka 
UNM OCHAIECHUS NOABOAHOK OAK. 


/6. YBeqomNeHMe O MpOMSBeZCHHOM ZeMOHTAKe ‘Ly CKOBHX ycraHo- 
BOK MBP W IYCKOBDX YCTANOBOK OaIMUCTMYECKNUX PAaKeET BAMEHACMEX 
NOUBOANHX TONOK MpousBoyzuter uepes TocToAHHYlO KOHCY JbYaTMBHY 0 
HOMMCCMO BBA pasa B TOA MO COCTONHMIO HA HAaYaNO OYepeAHOW pery~ 
WAPHOW ceccum Homuccuu. YBCROMMCHME FZOFKHO CONeCPRATB CBeReCHUA 3a 
ucteKuee NOyrogque oO KOUMYECTBE AGCMOHTMPOBAHHHX MY CKOBHX ycTaHo- 
BOK MBP M OaNNMCTMYECKUX PAKeET SaMSHACMEX TIODBOAHHX NOZOK HM KON 
YeCTBE TAHMX IYCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK, MCMONBSO0BAHHHX 3a STOT Mcepuonr 
AJIH SAMCHE HA TLYCKOBHE YCTAHOBKM COBPEMCHHX MOABOTHHX NONOK.7* 


/ 6. YBeqOMMeHMe O MEPCIIPMATUAX MO TOMONTAKY MNM yHuUTOeHMO 
M 3aMeHe Ilpousbogzurcar yepes TKK gBa pasa B Toya Mo cocTOAHMD Ha 
HAYUaNO OUGCPCAHOM pPerynApHol ceccuu. B YBeROMNCHUM YKASHBAWICH: 


&) B OTHOWCHMM IYCKOBLIX ycTaHOBOK MBP, pasBepHYTUX TO 
[964 Towa, WM MYCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK OaNNIMCTMYCCHAX pakeT cTapnx Ton 
BOAHHX WONOK - KOUMYECTBO M TMM MyCKOBHX yCTAHOBOK (WaxTHAA 
TYCKOBAA YCTAHOBKA MBP, HeSalWMNleHHAaA MYCKOBAA ycTaHOBKa MbP unu 
nyckoban yoranonxa BP Il), Ha KOTOPHX AeCMOHTAX WIN YHMUUTONCHUE 
HAXOZATCA B CTaZMu OCYIECTBICHMA, & TAKE KOUMYCCTBO M TUM MycKo- 
BHX YCTAHOBOK, HA KOTOPHX CO BNCMEHM TloCcieqHero YBCAOMNeEHUA, 
MpegActabseHHoro B IKK, MepONpMATMA NO HMOHTAKy WIM YHMUTOMeHAN 
OMIM 3aBeplle Hb. 


CeKkKpetTHoO 
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D) B OTHOWeHMU MYCKOBHX ycTaHoBOK BP Il, MpemqRasHayveHHux 
B KayeCTBe 3aMCHH,~ WX KONMUCCTBO HA MOLBOMHNX MOAKAX, KOTOPHE 
HQULYL MOPEXOAHHE UCHHTAHUAN B TeYUcCHMe cHeAyWMeTO MecTuMecsuHNoro 
Mepuona, @ Take MX KOUMUCCTBO HA TlOABOAHEHX NOAZKAX, uavaBlux 
MOPCXOAHUE UCTTAHUA CO BPNEMEIIM MOCICTHETO YBCAOMNEHUA, Mpen- 
cranienHoro’s TKK. 71 


7e Kazan CTOPOHa MOXCT HA ZOOPOBONBHOM OCHOBe FZOMONHATS 
YBECDOMMCHUA DPYTUMU CBCACHMAMM, CCM OHA COUTeT, UTO OHM HeEOOXO- 
ANMH DIA OOeCICUCHUA YBCPGHHOCTM B BHTONHCHMM MpMHATHX mo Bpe- 
MGHHOMY COTAMeGHMIO OOABATCABCTB. 


IIpoueyypH DeMOHTAMA MIM VHMUTOXCHMA MY CKOBLIX ycTaHOBOK MBP 
HASCMHOTO OASMpOBAHMA, 8AMCHACMNX TVCKOBHIMM ycTaHoBKaMM BP Il 


I. bo BoexX cCIyYanx MpM MpobezeHuu AemMOHTaxa MIM YHUUTONC AMA 
BHMOMHAOTCH CUEAYWUNe MEPONPUATUA: 


a) yaaneHve cO CTapTOBOh MO3MIMu 3amaca pakeT M MX KOMMOHEH~ 
TOB, TOJIOBHHX wacTel M MOABUtHOTO OOOpyazoBaHA; 

D) ACMOHTA CTAIMOHAPHOTO TYCKOBOTO OOOpyHOBaHMA, Bcero . 
TOUBCMUO~TPAHCTIOPTHOTO OOOPYAOBAaHUA M BallpaBOUHOTO ooopynoBanun, 
Z HAXOAAMeTOCH HA CTAapTOBO MOSM nMOo CBASAaHHOTO c Hei 7+ 
f” CBAB8AHHOTO C TYCKOBOWU YCTAHOBKOM M HAXOZAWeETOCA HA cTapToBOL 
nosunun 7°, Qa Tale YRAeEHRe BCeTO ACMOHTUpOBAHHOTO OOopywOBaHMA 
cO CTapTOBOM mosMuuu. Tloq MYCKOBLM OOOpyAOBaHUeM NOHMMANTCA Cu 
CTEM, KOMMOHEHTH WM MpMmOopti, HSOOXOAMMLIG ANA MpOBeACHMA MycHAa 
PAKCTH. 

2. B OTHOWCHAM HESAMMMCHHEX CTAPTOBHX Mosuuuki B TOMONHeHUC K 
MCPOIPMATMAM, NeCPCUUCNeHHHM B MyHKte JI, OcylecTBIAWTCA cnenyluUMe 
MGPOTPUATUA: 


a) Hoot YCTaHOBKM MyYCKOBOTO ycrpoficTBa MIM crap ToOBie 
niouankn 7, f YUACTHM CTAPTOBHX NHOWAaLOK AMamMeTpom Mo meHBUE 
Mepe B 80 MeTpOB C HeHTPOM, HAXOZAMMMCAH HA CTADTOBOM ge 
UM MYHKTH (OyNKepH) YIpableuma MyckoM pakeT MpuBOaATCA B HoMpuror-— 
HOG QJ MCHONLSOBAHMA COCTOAHMG NyTeM DeMOnTANa MIM paspyueuun; 


CeKkpetTtHo 
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D) CMKOCTM DIA XPAHCHMA TOMNMLA FeMVHTMpyWTCA MU YAANAWICA 
GO CTApTOBOK MOSUMu; 

CG) OONOMKM MGGT YCTAHOBKM IlyCKOBHX YCTPONCTB UNM CTAPTOBHX 
NIOWALZOK, MYHKTOB (OyHKepoD) YMpABACHMA TYCHOM paket U wylgaMen- 
TE EMKOCTCH DIA XPAHCHMA TOTMWIMBA MOTYT OTB yAaIcHh, a Mo ucTe- 
UGHMM WCCTM MECALEB MecTa, Tue OHM HAaXOAWIMCL, MOryt OHTB 3achi- 
MAHL] SCMIICH. 


3. B OTHOMCHMY WAXTHHX CTAPTOBLX MOBUIMii, B AOMOMHCHMe K 
MEPOMPUNTUAM, MGPCUMCIICHHDM B MyueTe J, ocyljecTBAAWTCA clenyn- 
We MCPOTIPMATMA: 


a) BALJMTHHe KPH WAXT, PCNLCH SAlMTHHIX Kpbll, TasoOTBOAHE 
KQHONH WU waxTHbe ctakann / OTONOBHM Waxt, @ TAaKMe OYHKepH yupaB~ 
leHUA ny ckom_7+ TeMOHTUpPYWTCA HIM yHUUTOMAWTCH. JleEMOHTUPOBAHHEE 
KOMMOHCGHTH YHaIMoTcA co crapToBoh Nosuguu; 


b) Mocne MpoBeAGHMA MePOMpMATM, MpemycMoTpeHHHX Bolle B 


nomnyunte “at, waxta OCTaBIACTCA OTKPHTOL B TeYeHMe WecTA MecA- 


eB, Nocne uero £ MOET OLITB sacumana_7* /“sacunaerca_7> SEMI lis 


/ 4. Tlocne ocylecTBIeHHA ReMOHTAXa WIM YHAUTOMEHUA B cooTBeT- 
CTBUM C BLIICYHASAHHHMM IIpOLCAYPAMU COOPYXCHMA, OCTAINIMECH Ha 
CTAPTOBHX NosmuyMAax MBP, He MOTYT UCNONBSOBATBCA Kak WAH XpaHeHMA, 
OOCIYuBAaHMA WM TycKha MBP, TAK M UNA XpaneHuA MIM OCOCHYRMBAHMA 
ILYCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK, KOTOPHG MOTYT ONT UCHONBSOBAHE DA mycKa 
MBP, HO MOryT lO YCMOTDEHMIO CTOPOH MCNONBSOBATECA ANA Apyrux 
ench, He MpOTMBOPEYAWMX NOMOMCHMAM BPEMCHHOTO COTAaMeHMA u 
Mporoxoma x nemy._7+ 


Oe JCMOHTAK WIM YHUUTOMCHNG SAMEGHHEMHX ITYCKOBHX YcTAHOBOK 


MBP 3saBepllactcaA He Nlo38ke, YeM Yepes YETHPe MeCAya mocne Havana 


MOPCXOAHHX MCTHTAHMH NOZBOLZHOM NOAKM, MpeqHASHAYCHHOM B KAUCCTBE 
3AQMCHB. > i 


CekKDpeT HO 
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CTUUCCKMMU DAKCTAMM WU MVCKOBHX yYCTQHOBOK BP Ill, 3aMensie MEX 
HOBUMM MOABOAHHMIH TOZKANM C OBMMMCTMYCCKMMMA paketanu 
CKOBBMM VoTaHopKani BP IT 


I. AIA’ ACMOHTAMA UNM YHUYTONCHUA MOABODHUX WOZOK Cc Oanan—- 
CTUUCCKUMM PAKCTAMM “M IYCKOBLX ycTaHozok BP Il MpMenucMEIMM ABIIA- 
WITCH CHeELyWUMe MpOuUeDYPH, M3 KOTOPHX Haktan us CTOPOH MOMeT AeNATS 
BHOOp: 

a) B3aTOMMeHve MOZBOAHOL NOAKM BMectTe Cc ee NYCKOBHMM YCcTAaHOB- 
KAMA B MOMNYHAPOAHEX BowaX TAYOUHOW He mMeHee 2O0O MeTpOB; 

Z Koraa wsOupactca 37a Mpolleszypa YHWUTOMCHUA MONBOAHOH NOAM c 
OaIIMCTUYECKMMM pakeTaMN, ZpyTrad CTOPOHa YBeOMIACTCH O BDeMCHU 
M MECTC BANNAHMpOBAHHOTO YHWUTOMENMA, MO MeHBUleh Mepe 38 OFUH 
M6CAY FO B8ANNAHMpOBaHHOTO YHMUTOMeHUA; zi 


D) mpeppalleHwe B METANMONOM MO, OTKPHTHM HEOOM TO BOAHOL 
ODKM MW ee MyckoRDx ycoraHonok / Ha 3apaHee yKasaHHLX pepoax_7/. 
Ilpeppanenne B MeTANNONOM Mpeqycwarpupae? KanvTanBHyl pasOopHy; 


Cc) yRanenie MOA OTKPHTHM HEOOM PAKETHOTO OTCeKa NOALOLHO! 
nonua / Ha 3sapanee yHasaHHHX Beponx 72 ; 


ZG) cHATMe NYCHOBHX WaXT UNM cpesKa BepxXHeli YacTM MaxT 
BMECTCG C HaacTpovko Hay HuMu; 7 


/e) ANA ORBORHEX MOZOK “Rnacca -H" Oyayt mpumeHAtsca 
CHEAYWUMe MPOUCHY PH: CHATMc IYCKOBHX WaxT MO OTKPETEHM HEOOM Ha 
BAapaHeCG YKA8AHHHY BepOAX. CTOPOHH COTIACOBMUBANT, KAaKMe BepoOu uc- 
TONSSYNTCA ZA ACMOHTAKA TNODTBOAHHX JOLZOK C OAaIWIMCTMYUCCKUMMA pake- 
TAMU. 


I) Bywel CHATAa BCH YACTB HAACTPOhKM (BHIMWYaA OTpaxyzeuue 
pyOKk“#) WU NerkKoro KOpmyca Han PAKeTHLM OTCeEKOM MOZBORHOM OZKU. 


2) BYACT CHATA TA YACTL MpouHoro Kopllyca pakeTHoro ofceka 
(BEPXHAA OOWMBKA KOPMyca M CerMeHTH WiaHToytTa), B KOTOpOh HAaxO- 
GATCH BCC BHXOZH Pake THX MYCKOBUX WaxT, a TAKe OYAYT CHATH 
PAaKeCTHHE IYCKOBLe WaxTH. 
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3) IlpouHnl Kopmyc “ IcrKuii KOplyc 38aTeM MOTyT OTE BOC~ 
CTAHOBNCHH NWWS MyTe6M BBAPMBANMA HOBWX CeKUMM, HE MMCWIMX BiH- 
XOZOB MYCKOBHX Waxte 


4) HM nanerpolina, HM Orpaxgqeuue pyOKM He OyayT BoccTraHoble- 
HEI HAZ TOM YACTEN NOABOLZHOW MOAKM, C KOTOPONM OHM CHATH Mycxo- 
BLIC waxtite 7+ 


2. Jlw60C M3 YKABSAHHNX Bue MEPONpPUATUA BaBepllaeTcA He Noske, 
YeEM Yepes WECTH MECAYEB MOcHWe HAaYaNA MOPCXODHX MCTINTAHMM NOZ- 
BOAHOWM NOAKM, MpeAHASHAYCHHOW B KAYECTBE B3ANCHble 


3. [IpM MHOOM M3 BAPMAHTOB TZECMOHTAKA JWKM MyCKOBLX Waxt 
| OCTANTCH OTHPHTHMU B TeyeHMe Bocro Nepfowa DeMOHTaxa, a pakeTH 
| OOopyfOBaHMe ANA ycKka paket YRaNAWICA. 


we’ IY. Hpoueaypi BaMeHE! MOZBOAHOM NOAKM C OaNNMCTMYCCKMMM DAKeTAMM, 
MOruouch B MOpeG MAM NOMVUMBUeH ToBpempeHue, MCKMMYa lee 
PCMOHT 
B TOM cuLyuac, CCIM NOABOAHAA AOAKA Cc OaNIMCTMYeCHKUMM pakeTamu 
TMOHGT B MODE UNM NOMyuaeT MOBpexTeHMc, UCKNHUANIES PeMOHT, TO 
TAKAA IOABOAHAA MOAKA MOET OMIT BQMCHCHA Apyrokw MOABOAHON TOZ- 
KOM C OANNMCTUYCCKMMU pakeTaMM B COOTBETCTBUM C HWMASCMeEAYOUUM: 


| a) upyran CropoHa yBeyloMiaetca ucpes NoctoAHHyW KOHCYZBTa- 
| TUBHYIO KOMMCCHIO O TMOCIM Wu NOBpexDenun; 
| 


D) KONMYECTBO MyCKOBLX yCTAHOBOK Ha NOAZBOAHOH TOAKe c Oan- 
AUCTUYCCKUMU pakKeTAaMU, MpewHASHAUCHHOK B MAYSCTBE SaAMeHH, He 
NPMBOZMT K TMpeBEWeHMO OOllETO hOMMUECTBA MYCKOBHX YCTAaHOBOK, pa3s- 
pelelnHoro BpeMeHHHM cOTalleHucmM mM I]potokKomom K HeMYy; U 


CG) MOBPCHACHHAA MOABOWHAA OANA C OaNNMCTMUCCKUMM pake Tamu 
FGMONTUPYCTCH MM YHMUTOMACTCA B COOTBETCTBUM C paszenom lll Ha- 
cTonmux Hpouesyp. 


| , GekperuHo 
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OC. po: B00 Attachment No. 3 


Joint Draft Text 
Preliminarily Agreed 
_ by Commissioners 
April 19, 1974 
Tener COBMECTHOTO MDOCHTa, 
TT CLBa PUTCIIBHO COTM aCoBau~— 
Hy LDS acta Builenall 
Jd allpedin lo/4 Prona 
NOCTOAHHAR KOHCYIDTATMBHAH KOMICCHA 
NPOTOK Ol 


NPOUBLY Pb, PATYIUPYOUME 3AwZHY, LEMOHTAR WI YHUUTORDHNE 
MW YseOWEHM O HUX, JA CVCTEM NPO M UX KOMMORSHTOB 


B COOTBETCTBUM C NONOKCHMAMM UM B OcyuecTBIeHMe Dorosopa 
Mexay Cow3s0m CoBetcKux CoumanuctuuecHuy Pecnyonuk wu CoenuHeHine 
Mu ltavamu Amepuku o6 orpaunueHuu cucTeM IIPOTMBOPaKeETHOM OGCpo- 
HH OT 26 Man I972 Toma wu CormacoBaHHHX B3aABIICHMM B CBASK c DTUM 
JoroBopom yuacTByomue B HEM CTOPOHH, B pamHax lloctORHHOM KOHCYyIB- 
TaTMBHOM KOMMGCMM, COTRACMMch O Npoyenypax, perynupywomux SaMeHy, 
ACMOHTax WIM YHMUTOXGHMe M yBeyZOMMeHMe O HMX, ZA cuctem I{PO u 
MX HOMNOHGHTOB, OPPaHWuCHHHx stTum LOTOBOpoM, Kak OHM c@opmynupopa— 
HH B IIlpunomexum x Hactomuemy IlporoKony, KoTOpoe ABIAETCA HeOTBEM- 
eo wactbwo storo Ilpotoxoma. 

CTOPOHH COPIACMIMCL Takwe O cHeAyuuMx oOmux PYKOBOAAWMX 
NONOMCHMAX: 

I. llpunaraemue Ilpouenypy mpuMCHAWTCA TONBKO B OTHOMCHMM cucTeM 
WIM UX KOMNOHCHTOB, 3€MCHHCMLIX UM DEMOHTMPYeMEIX MIM YHMUTOKaeMEX 
B COOTBETCTBMM C NOMOMCHMAMM BrucynomaHytoro Jloropopa; 

&. JOan samena cuctem TIPO wan ux KoMmOHeEHTOR OCYNECTBIACTCA 
Ha OCHOBaHMM Cratbu Jil Brucynomanytoro Jloropopa, a Takxe cooT- 
BETCTBYHUMX COPMACOBAHHHX SaABICHMM; TeMOHTAK MIM yHuUTOReHME 
cuctem IPO ujm nx KOMNOHCHTOB CBCPX KONMMYCCTB UNM BHE paloHOB, 
OnpeyeneHHnx LOTOBOPOM, OCYWCCTBAACTCA Ha OCHOBaHuM Cratby Jil 


Bulle ynoMAHyTOrO JloroBopa mM cooTBercrsynuux CormacoBaHHux BaABIe= 
HIS 


C-@ pee 2 0 . 
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8. [pouezypy gemoutaxa unu yHuuroxenua cuctem IPO uau ux 
KOMMOHCHTOB, CBASQHHNe C OCyWeCTBIeHMem NonoKenua Cratbu YI! 

B OTHONCHMM BAMCHH DTMX CUCTCM MIM MX KOMMOHCHTOB M Ctarpn Sli 
BHUGYNOMAHYTOTO JOroBOpa, OOECNCUMBANT MpMBEAEHMe STUX CUCTeM 
WAM WX KOMNOHGHTOB, @ TaHxe OTHOCAIIMXCA K STMM KOMNOHGHTAM 
COOPYHCHMi, 3a VMCKMWUCHMCM COOPyxeHU Ha MCNTAaTCibHHx NOIu- 
TOHA@X, B COCTOHHMG, MCHMOUaWIICe BOSMOMHOCTB MCNOMB30BaHMA UX 
B nemax HPO; oGecneuuBanT BOSMOXHOCTE OOHAPYKXEHMA HaWMoHanb— 
HAMM TEXHMUCCKUMU CDEACTBAMU MOBTOPHOTO PasBePTHBAHWA JEMOHTU- 
POBAHHHX WIM YHMUTOREHHEX COUN: ABIANTCH TaKWMU, UTO BpeMA, 
HEOOXOAMMOS DJIA MOBTOPHOTO PasBEPTHBaHMA STMX CAMHNY, HE OBO 
Obl BHAUMTEIIBHO MGHBME, UCM BPeCMA, HCOOXOZMMOe ANA HOBOTO 
CTPOMUTEAECTBA;S A TAKKE UCHKTIUAaWT HEOMPaBAaHHHe 3agCPKHU B 
TeMOHTAKe UM yHUUTOXEHUN; 

4, lipoueazyph SaMeHH MW DeMOHTaxa WIM YHMUTORCHMA Q@OPMyIMpyHt— 
CH OTZENBHO AA HASCMHbX M WaXTHHX MyCKOBHX yCT@HOBOK MpoTu- 
BopakeT WM ANA PANMONOKALUMOHHEx cTaHnuMti IPO; 

5. [lpouezypp S8aMeHb Mw TCMOHTaxa WAM YHMUTOKEHMA OOeCHeuu— 
BaWT BOSMOXHOCTS COOTBETCTBYHIETO KOHTPOMA HalMOHANBHEMA Te XHM- 
UCCKUMM CDCACTBAMM B COOTHETCTBUM co CraTbed XIl BameynoMAHyTO- 
ro Jloropopa; 

6. llocne e6MOHTa#¥a MIM YHUUTOKXCHMA, MPOBeZCHHOTO B COOT- 
BETCTBUM GC TpMyaracmilwu [lpovenypamMM, COOPyxeHMA, OCTaniluecs 
Ha CTapTOBHx mosuMuMAx [IPO mam Ha NOSMUMAX PAAMOMOKAWMOHHEX CTAH— 
uu IPO, moryT mo ycmOTpCHMW CTOPOH ucCnONb3sOBaTLCA On wenen, 
HE MpOTMBOPeEUaMMX NOMOKCHMAM BuMeynomaAHytoro JoroBopa u cooT-— 
BETCTBYOUMX COTMACOB@HHHX SqAHBICHM; u 

/7. WlocpencTBom cooTseTcTBynWMx Mmpolezyp CTOpOHH yBeqzOM— 
AMT APyT Apyra O KOMMYCCTBE ACMOHTMPOBAHHHK MAM YHMUTOKEH- 
HHX IyYCKOBHX yCTAHOBOK TIpOTMBOpPAaKeT M PAAMOMOKAUMOHHEX CTaHYMu 
11PO, a Takxe O KORMUGCTBC MYCKOBHX yCTAHOBOK MpOTMBOpaKeT U 
PawMonOKauMOHHEX cTaHuma IPO, ucnOnb30BQHHHX ZA 3aMeHH./ 


Ce a pce Fao 
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f7. llocpegctBom CBOCBPeMeHHHX M COOTBETCTBYWUMX Mpowenyp 
CTOPOHH YBCZOMIAWT APyT Apyra O HOMMuecTBe hu TuNe (HaseMHaA 
WIM WaXTHAA) ACMOPTMPYCMEX WIM YHMUTOMACMHX ILYCKOBLX YCTAHOBOK 
MpOTMBOpakKeT M O KOMMYCCTBE ACMOHTMPYOMbIX MIM yYHUYTORAeMHX 
PaAMONOKAUMOHHHX cTaHuut IPO, a Takxc oO KomMYeCTBE MyCKOBHX 
YCTAHOBOK MIpOTMBOPAKeT MU PANMOMOKAUMOHHNK CTAHLMtt MPO, mnpequas— 
HAUCHHHY B HaueCTBC BaMCHi./ 

Hacvonumi Iporokon mu npunaraemwe Hponenypy Bcrynant B cuny 
C MOMCHT4 NOAMMcaHuR FZaHHOrO IlpotoKoma uM OCTaWTCA B cume Ha 
Népuow AChcTBMA BuUecynomaAHyTorO JoroBopa, mM lloctonHHagd KOHCYIb-— 
TaTUBHAAH KOMMCCUA MOKCT MO CBOGMY YCMOTPCHMM BHOCMTE B HUX 
TOMpaBKn,. 

CoBe plc HO roza B Topoye jicHeBe B ABYX 
SKSCMIMAPaX, KaxQui Ha PYCCKOM UM AHTAMACKOM ABSuKAax, Mpmuem 

wow” 06a TeKcTa MMeHT OZMHANOBYN CuIy. 


ipezcTaBurelb IlpeqcraBurern 
Consa CoBpetckux CouManuctuuecKux COGAMHCHHEEX Ilrato, 
Pecny6mux _ Awepngn 


i IlpeqnoxeHMe A@MepuKaHCKOM CTOPOHH. 


& IlpegqmomeHue GOBETCKOM CTODOHL. 


CekKpetTuHo 
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CeKDeETHO 


TLPMTOR BHM 


HUCTORHHAS. KOHCYIBTATUSHAR KOMACCIA 
veoenae PEry MEY OLE AwinOHTAn Wi YHVYTORERME 
J bb 1Ow iEHIE 0 HX, AA CuCITEM TPO W MX XOMMOKEHTOB 


I. IlyCKOBLIC YCTAHOBHM MpOTMBOPaKEeT Ha MCTBNTATCIbHEX 
HOMIPOHAX CBEpX VClaHOBReHH pK HOMMYCCTRB 


I. Hasemune mycKoBLc yCT@HOBKM M OTHOCAIIGECH K HUM O6opyno~ 
BaHle VLANAWTCA CO CTaAPTOBHX NOSMIMM, &@ BCH WAaCTE CTapTOBOW Mo- 
WawKu, SAHUMA@eCMaA CTOMKOK MyYCKOBOM yCTaHOBKM M apmatTypoli, emMou— 
TMUpyetCA WNM paspyuaeTcaA. OONOMKM cTapToBOl mmoWwanKN mOryT ONTB 
YAacHH, 4 NO UCTEUCHUM WECTM MECHICB STO MECTO MOXET OHTB 3aCH~ 
NaHO semen. 

2.» lliaxTHHe NyCKOBLe yCTQHOBKM MPMBOZATCA B HEMpMroqHoOe nA 
MCHOMBSCBAaHMA COC TOAHME as one WIM YHMUTOXCHMA Ux Han 
3CMHEX KOHCTPYKUME [iinuy@ fi} OTOJOBKOB, 4 TaxKe IyTeM yda- 
JIGHMA HampaBAWlux. OONOMKM WaXxTHHX NYCKOBHX yCTaHOBOK MOry? 
CHTL YRANeHH, a TO MCTCUCHMM WECTM MECALEB WaxTH BacHNaNTcH 
BOMJICH. 

3. YHASAHHHC B MYHKTax I u 2 MCPONPMUATMA TO ZeMOHTaxXy Mau 
YHUUTONCHUI BABEDMAaWTCH HE NOBKe, YUeM UCpPEs THM MeCALA C MOMCH-— 
Ta Mx Hauala. 

4, COOpyxe HMA, OTHOCHIMCCA KH ZCMOHTUPOBAHHEM MIM YHUUTOMCH- 
HEM NYCKOBbIM YCTAHOBKaM MPOTMBOPAKeT Ha UCTpTATCIBHNX MOWMTOHAaX, 
MOTYT NO YCMOTpeCHMI CTOPOH UCNOMBSOBATECA TAA Ueneli, He MpoTuBo— 
pevamux Momo“eHuamM AOToBOpa OO orpaHuueHuu cuctem IPO nu coor— 
BETCTBYNWUMX COTTACOBaHHHX BaABICHMH. 

Oo. JBEZOMACHNeG O / B3QBeCPICHMM MCPOTpuATMA, NpenycmoTpeHHEx 
B IyHRTax I u 27 a / lipemycmotpenuux B nyHKTax I u 2 Mé@pormpua— 
TMAX KAK HAXOAAMWMXCH B CTAAMUM OCYWeCTBICHMA, Tak U sanepmennuxy t 
NPOMSBOZMTCH uepes HOCTOHHHY KOHCYIBTATUBHYW KOMMCCMN Ba pasa 
B TOA NO COCTOHHMI Ha Hayao ouepenon Denon pon cecchy Komuc- 
Cun. 
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Tl, Coopysxexua IPO Ha Gase Manpmetpom 

IL. ieTanmuucckme CTeEpKxHU apmatypH sfaHMh PIC cpesantcx. 

2. SWaHun PC, ANA KOTOPHX OLIIO yee HayuaTO BOSBETeCHMe CTCH, 
OCTABIAWTCAH HCMPUKPHTHMM B MX HESABEPIIGHHOM COCTOAHMM B TeueHue 
WCCTHM MEGAHCB, NOCMG wero OHM MOTYT OHTB 3aChMaub Semen. 

3. COOPYHCHUA DIA MyYCKOBHX yYCTAHOBOK, &@ Takxe syaHun PIC, 
ANA KOTOPHX OLWIM B3ABCPWCHH CTPOUTGRBCTBOM JIMUB Q@YHOQMCHTH, 3a- 
CHMAQNTCH semen. 

4, OcylecTBIAeTCH PaspaBHMBaHMe MOUBH HQ BCeEM yuaCTKE, a 
CTPOUTCIBHHE MATEPMaIb YAaAWTCA. 

5. Paoortn MO ZCMOHTaxXY VUIM YHUUTOKCHMI HAaUMHAWTCAH He NOsKe, 
YeM UGPEs8 WECTEh MECHUEB nNocwe cormacoBakuA HactToamux Hpouenyp. 

6. YEC7ZOMICHMe O 3aBEGPIICHMM yKa3aHHWX MGDONPMATMA mpousBo- 
mautcA uepes MocTonHHyW KOHCYNBTaTMBHY KOMMCCMN. 
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Joint Draft Text 
Preliminarily Agreed 


by Commicsioners 
April 19, 1974 


STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


* 


PROTOCOL 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, 


AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


Pursuant to the provisions and in implementation of the 

Interim Agreement between the United States of America and 
ad the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on Certesin Measures 

with Respect to the Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms 

of May 26, 1972, the Protocol thereto, and the Agreed Statements 

regarding that Agreement, the Parties thereto have within 

the framework of the Standing Consultative Commission agreed 

upon procedures governing replacement, dismantling or 

destruction, and notification thereof, for strategic offensive 

arms limited by that Interim Agreement, as formulated in the 

Attachment hereto which constitutes an integral part of this 


Protocol. 


The Parties have also agreed on the following general 


guidelines: | 
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1. The attached Procedures shall apply only to systems 
to be replaced and dismantled or destroyed pursuant to the 


provisions of the aforementioned Interim Agreement; 


2. Any replacement of intercontinental ballistic missile 
(ICBM) Launchers or ballistic-missile submarines and submarine- 
launched ballistic missile (SLBM) launchers shall be on the 
basis of Articles IIT and IV of the Interim Agreement, the 


Protocol thereto, and applicable Agreed Statements; 


3. Dismantling or destruction procedures for ICBM 
launchers and associated facilities and for ballistic-missile 
submarines and SLBM launchers shall ensure that they would be 


put in a condition that precludes the possibility of their 


use for launching ICBMs or SLBMs, respectively; shall ensure 
that reactivation of units dismantled or destroyed would be 
detectable by national technical means; shall be such that 

reactivation time of those units would not be substantially 
less than the time required for new construction; and shall 


preclude unreasonable delays in dismantling or destruction; 


4, Dismantling or destruction procedures shall be 
formulated separately for soft and for silo land-based ICBM 
launchers as well as for ballistic-missile submarines and 


SLBM launchers; 
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5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction procedures 
Shall ensure that adequate verification can be accomplished by 
national technical means in accordance with Article V of the 


Interim Agreement; 


6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance with 
the attached Procedures, facilities remaining at land-based 
ICBM launch sites, and submarines, may, at the discretion of 
the Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent with the 


provisions of the Interim Agreement and the Protocol thereto; 


rake Through timely and appropriate procedures, the 
Parties shall notify each other of the number and type of 
launchers being dismantled or destroyed and the number of 


replacement launchers; and/* 


f(. Through appropriate procedures, the Parties shall 
notify each other of the number of dismantled or destroyed 
launchers and the number of such launchers used for replace- 


ment 3 and/” 
1 Proposed by U.S. side. 
e Proposed by Soviet side. 
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8. The number of replacement ballistic-missile submarines 
which are under construction simultaneously shall not exceed a 
number consistent with a normal construction schedule. A 
normal construction schedule is understood to be one consistent 


with the past or present construction practices of each Party. 


This Protocol and the attached Procedures shall enter 
into force upon signature of this Protocol and remain in force 
for the duration of the aforcmentioned Interim Agreement, and 
may be amended by the Standing Consultative Commission as it 


deems appropriate. 


Done at Geneva on , in two copies, each in whe 
Y 2 


English and Russian languages, both texts being equally authentic. | 


Commissioner, Commissioner, 
United States of Union of Soviet Socialist 
America Republics 
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STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, 


AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 
I. General 


1. Within the limits of the levels established for each 
Party, launchers for land-based intercontinental ballistic 
missiles (ICBMs) of older types, deployed prior to 1964, 
launchers for ballistic missiles on any nuclear-powered 
submarines, and launchers for modern ballistic missiles on 
diesel submarines may be replaced by launchers for ballistic 


missiles on modern nuclear-powered submarines. 


2, Modern submarine-launched ballistic missiles are: 
for the United States, missiles inaeauiee in all nuclear- 
powered submarines; and for the Soviet Union, missiles of 
the type installed in nuclear-powered submarines made 
operational since 1965. fin addition, all submarine-launched 
ballistic missiles first tested after 1964 are modern 


submarine-launched ballistic missiles.7~ 
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3. Launchers for older ballistic missiles on diesel 
submarines may not be used for the replacement purposes 
provided for in the Protocol to the Interim Agreement on 
Certain Measures with Respect to the Limitation of Strategic 


Offensive Arms, 


4, Dismantling or destruction of replaced launchers 
shall be initiated no later than the date of the beginning 
of sea trials of a replacement submarine. Initiation of any 
of the actions in Section II below shall constitute initiation 
of dismantling or destruction of an ICBM launcher. Initiation 
of any of the actions in Section III below shall constitute 
initiation of dismantling or destruction of a ballistic-missile 


submarine or SLEM launcher, 


5. The beginning of sea trials of a replacement ballistic- 
missile submarine shall be the date on which such a submarine 
first operates under its own power away from the harbor or port 
in which the construction or fitting out of the submarine was 


performed. 


f6. Notification of dismantling or destruction and 
replacement activities shall be given through the SCC twice 
annually, reflecting the status as of the beginning of each 


regular session. The notification shall contain: 
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(a) For ICBM launchers deployed prior to 196} and 
for ballistic-missile launchers on older 
submarines, the number and type (silo ICBM 

‘launcher, sort ICBM launcher, or SLBM launcher) 
on which dismantling or destruction is in process 
and the number and type on which dismantling or 
destruction action has been completed since the 


last report in the SCC. 


(b) For replacement SLBM launchers, the number 
which are on submarines that will begin sea 
trials during the next six-month period, and 
the number which are on submarines that have 
begun sea trials since the last report in the 


scc,7+ 


LO% Notification of completed dismantling of ICBM launchers 
and ballistic-missile launchers on replaced submarines shall be 
given through the Standing Consultative Cormisaton twice annually, 
reflecting the status as of the beginning of each regular session 
of the Commission. The notification shall contain information 
for the past six months on the number of dismantled ICBM launchers 
and ballistic-missile launchers on replaced submarines, as well 
as on the number of such launchers replaced by launchers on 


modern submarines during that period,7* 
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7. Hach Party may on a voluntary basis add other information 
to tke notifications if it considers such information necessary 
to assure confidence in compliance with the obligations assumed 


under the Interim Agreement. 


II. Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of Land-Based 
ICBM Launchers Replaced by SLBM Launchers 


1. In all cases the following actions shall be accomplished 


in carrying out dismantling or destruction: 


(A) removal from the launch site of the supply of 
missiles and their components, warheads, and 


mobile equipment; 


(b) dismantling of fixed launch equipment, all erecting 
and handling equipment, and propellant-handling 
equipment, {located at the launch site or associated 
with it7* associated with the launcher and located 
at the launch site/- and removal of all dismantied 
equipment from the launch site. Launch equipment 
is understood to be systems, components, and 


instruments required to launch a missile. 


SECRET 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435AQ90400010001-2 


rr 


“O- 


2. In the case of soft launch sites, in addition to the 
actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions shall 


be performed: 


(a) /areas of the launch pads centered on the launch 
stand and at least 30 meters in diameter7™ 
flocations of launch device emplacement, or 
launch pads7~ and missile launch control posts 
(bunkers) shall be made unusable by dismantling 


or destruction; 


(b) fuel storage tanks shall be dismantled and 


removed from the lauich site; 


-(c) debris of locations of launch devices or launch 
pads, of missile launch control posts (bunkers ), 
and of fuel storage tank foundations may be 
removed, and, after six months, the places where 


they were located may be covered with earth. 


3. In the case of silo launch sites, in addition to the 
actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions shall 


be performed: 
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(a) silo doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas ducting, 
launch tubes /silo headworks, and launch control 
punkers7* shall be dismantled or destroyed. 
“Dismantled components shall be removed from the 


daunch site; 


(b) after the actions provided for in sub-paragraph (a) 
above have been accomplished, the silo shall 
remain open for a period of six months, after 


which it /shall7! fmay7” be filled with earth. 


fH. After dismantling or destruction has been accomplished 
in accordance with the above procedures, facilities remaining 
at ICBM launch sites may not be used either for storage, support 
or launch of ICBMs, or for storage or support of ICBM-capable 
launchers, but may, at the discretion of the sides, be used for 
other purposes not inconsistent with the provisions of the 


Interim Agreement and the Protocol thereto.7* 


5. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ICBM launchers 
shall be completed no later than four months after the replacement 


submarine begins sea trials. 
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III. Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of Ballistic- 
Missile Submarines and SLBM Launchers Replaced by New 


ree, 


Ballistic-Missile Submarines and SLBM Taunchers 


tis The following procedures, from which each Party may 
choose, are acceptable for dismantling or destruction of 


ballistic-missile submarines and SLBM launchers: 


(a) sinking of the submarine with its launchers in 
international waters of at least 2000 meters 
depth. /When this procedure for ballistic-missile 

ww submarine destruction is chosen, notification of 
the time and location of the planned destruction 
shall be given to the other side at least one 


month prior to the planned destruction/"; 


(b) scrapping the submarine and its launchers in the 
open fin predesignated shipyerds/-. Scrapping 


- shall involve extensive disassembly; 
(c) removing the submarine's missile section in the 


open fin predesignated shipyards7-; 
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Z(a) removal of the launch tubes or cutting off 
the upper part of the tubes together with 


ee 
the superstructure above them;/~ 


Z(e) for "H-Class" submarines the following procedures 
will apply: removal of launch tubes in the open 
in predesignated shipyards. The shipyards to be 
used for ballistic-missile submarine dismantling 


shall be agreed between the Parties. 


(1) That entire part of the superstructure 
(including the fairwater) and outer hull 
above the missile compartment of the 


submarine will be removed. 


(2) That section of the missile compartment 
pressure hull (hull crown plating and frame 
segments) which contains all of the hull 


penetrations for the missile launch tubes, 


as well as the missile launch tubes will 


be removed. 


(3) The pressure hull and outer hull may then be 
restored only by welding into place new 


sections without’ launch tube penetrations, 
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(4) No superstructure or fairwater will be 
replaced over the section of the submarine 
from which the launch tubes have been 


removed,7+ 


2. <Any of the foregoing actions shall be completed no 
later than six months after the replacement submarine begins 


sea trials. 


3. Under any dismantling option, launch-tube hatches shall 
be left open throughout the entire period of dismantling, and 


missiles and missile-launching equipment shall be removed. 


Iv. Procedures for Replacement of a Ballistic-Missile Submarine 
Lost _at Sea or Disabled Beyond Repair 


In the event that a ballistic-missile submarine is lost at 
sea or disabled beyond repair, such a submarine may be replaced 
by another ballistic-missile submarine in accordance with the 


following: 


(a) notification of the loss or disablement shall be 
made to the other Party through the Standing 


Consultative Commission; 
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(b) the number of Launchers on the replacement 
ballistic-missile submarine shall not cause 

_ the total number of launchers tc exceed that 
authorized in the Interim Agreement and the 


Protocol thereto ; and 


(c) the disabled ballistic-missile submarine shall 
be dismantled or destroyed in accordance with 


Section III of these Procedures. 
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Joint Draft Text 
Preliminarily Agreed 
by Commissioners 
April 19, 197% 


STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
PROTOCOL | 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, 


AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THETR COMPONENTS 


Pursuant to the provisions and in implementation of the 
Treaty between the United States of America and the Union of 
Soviet Socialist Republics on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic 
Missile Systems of May 26, 1972, and the Agreed Statements 
regarding that Treaty, the Parties thereto have within the 
framework of the Standing Consultative Commission agreed upon 
procedures governing replacement, dismantling or destruction, 
and notification thereof, for ABM systems and their components 
Limited by that Treaty, as formulated in the Attachment hercto 


which constitutes an integral part of this Protocol. 


The Parties have also agreed on the following general 


guidelines: 


1. The attached Procedures shall apply only to systems 
or their components to be replaced and dismantled or destroyed 


pursuant to the provisions of the aforementioned Treaty; 
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2. Any replacement of ABM systems or their components 
shall be on the basis of Article VII of the aforementioned 
Treaty and applicable Agreed Statements; dismantling or 
destruction of ABM systems or their components in excess of 
the numbers or outside the areas specified by the Treaty 
shall be on the basis of Article VIII of the aforementioned 


Treaty and applicable Agreed Statements; 


3. Dismantling or destruction procedures for ABM systems 
or their components, related to implementation of the provisions 
of Article VII regarding replacement of those systems or their 
components and Article VIII of the aforementioned Treaty, shall 
ensure that those systems or their components and facilities 
associated with those components, except for facilities at test 
ranges, would be put in a condition that precludes the possibility 
of their use for ABM purposes; shall ensure that reactivation 
of units dismantled or destroyed would be detectable by national 
i technical means; shall be such that reactivation time of those 
units would not be substantially less than the time required 
for new construction; and shall preclude unreasonable delays 


in dismantling or destruction; 


4, Replacement and dismantling or destruction procedures 
shall be formulated separately for above-ground and silo ABM 


a, launchers and for ABM radars 
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5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction procedures 
shall ensure that adequate verification can be accomplished ty 
national technical means in accordance with Article XII of the 


aforementioned Treaty; 


6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance with 
the attached Procedures, facilities remaining at ABM launch 
or ABM radar sites may, at the discretion of the Parties, be 
used for purposes not inconsistent with the provisions of the 


aforementioned Treaty and applicable Agreed Statements; and 


ae through timely and appropriate procedures, the 
Parties shall notify each other of the number and tyne 
(above-ground or silo) of ABM launchers and the number of 
ABM Sheers being dismantled or destroyed, and the number of 


replacement ABM launchers and ABM radars.7* 


//. Through appropriate procedures, the Parties shall 
notify each other of the number of dismantled or destroyed 
ABM launchers and ABM radars, and the number of ABM launchers 


and ABM radars used for replacement.7~- 


1 Proposed by U.S. side. 


& Proposed by Soviet side. 
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This Protocol and the attached Procedures shall enter 
into force upon signature of this Protocol and remain in 
force for the’ duraticn of the aforementioned Treaty, and 
may be amended by the Standing Consultative Commission as 


it deems appropriate. 


Done at Geneva on > in two copies, each 
in the English and Russian languages, both texts being equally 


authentic. 


Commissioner, Commissioner, 
United States of Union of Soviet Socialist 
America Republics 
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ATTACHMENT 
STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
PROCEDURES. GOVERNING DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, AND 
NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS 
I, Excess ABM Launchers at Test Ranges 
1. Above-ground launchers and associated equipment shall 

be removed from the sites, and the entire part of the launch 

pad containing the launcher mount and reinforcements shall be 
Neat dismantled or destroyed. Launch-pad debris may be removed 


and after six months the location covered with earth. 


2. Silo launchers shall be made unusable by dismantling 
or destruction of their above-ground structures fanay* [or7* 
headworks and removal of launcher rails. Silo-launcher debris 
may be removed and after six months the silos shall be filled 


with earth. 


3. The dismantling or destruction actions described in 
paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be completed no later than three 


months after their initiation. 
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4, Facilities associated with dismantled or destroyed 
ABM Launchers at test ranges may, at the discretion of the 
Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent with the 
provisions of the Treaty on the Limitation of ABM Systems, 


and applicable Agreed Statements. 


5. Notification of the factivities provided for in 
paragraphs 1 and 2 that are in process and that have been 
completed/* /completion of the activities provided for in 
paragraphs 1 and aye shall be given through the Standing 


Consultative Commission twice annually reflecting the status 


as of the beginning of each regular session of the Commission. 


TI. ABM Facilities at Malmstrom 


1. Metal reinforcing rods on radar buildings shall be 


cut off. 


2. Radar buildings for which wall constructicn had 
commenced shall be left uncovered in their uncompleted state 


for six months after which they may be covered with earth. 


3. Launcher facilities and radar buildings for which 
only foundations had been completed shall be covered with 


earth. 
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4, Earth grading of the entire arca shall be accomplished 


and construction materials removed. 


5. Dismantling or destruction activities shail be 
initiated no later than six months after agreement on these 


Procedures. 


6, Notification that the above activities have been 
completed shall be given through the Standing Consultative 


Commission. 


ws’ 
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Attachment No. 6 


USTTIIOV STATEMENT ON TASK OF SCC-III 
April 19, 1974 


Mr. Commissioner, 

It should be noted that until now there still 
remain a number of provisions of the Protocols and 
Procedures for which the Commission has not yet found 
mutually acceptable solutions. In our opinion the 
next stage of the third session of the SCC must be 
the conduct of this most complex and labor-consuming 
work. As I understand it, the U.S. Component of the 


Commission is also in agreement with this. 


LI can confirm once again that the Soviet side is 
ready to proceed to consideration of those paragraphs 
which have not been agreed by us, and to preparation 
of complete draft texts of the Protocols and Procedures, 
governing replacement, dismantling or destruction, 
and notification thereof, for strategic offensive arms 
and ABM systems, insofar as the U.S. side is ready for 
this. In this connection, we proceed from the premise 
that completion of this work, if possible, is the 


main task of the current session. 


Thank you for your attention. 
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COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL'S COMMENTS -- NOTIFICATION 


April 19, 1974 


1. The U.S. side considers notification to be one 
of the major unresolved issues. The differences between 
the approach of the Soviet side and that of the U.S. side 
are reflected by bracketed language in several places in 
the JDTs. Although it first appears in para. 7 of the 
Protocols, the more specific provisions at. issue are 


in the detailed procedures. 


2. The subject of notification has been addressed 
extensively during previous SCC sessions. The U.S. side 
has carefully reviewed these exchanges, and has the 


following comments. 


3. The Soviet side has maintained that national 
technical iscans of verifitation are capable of verifying 
with complete confidence and reliability compliance by the 
sides with the obligations assumed in accordance with the 
ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement; and that therefore, 
there is no need whatsoever to introduce into the 


verification process any sort of additional measures, 
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including prior notification. Mr. Commissioner, I must 

ouce again reemphasize that the U.S. position on notification 
is that it is not required for adequate verification by 
national technical means of compliance with the existing 
agreements or with the Procedures we work out, except 


in the ease of destruction of submarines by sinking. 


4, It has been and remains the U.S. noel eion that 
eertain prior notification provisions would promote the 
objectives of the ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement in 
accordance with Articles XIII and VI, respectively, of 


these agreements. ‘Specifically, such provisions would: 


a. Enhance the viability of the ABM Treaty and 
Interim Agreement by reducing possibilities 


for uncertainties and misunderstandings. 


b. Help develop mutual trust and contribute to 
continued improved relations between our two 
countries, thereby creating a better climate 


for future agreements. 


5. The U.S. side considers these to be significant 
benefits which could be achieved at Little cost or effort 
and at no risk. They would not impinge on the security 
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interests of either side. Neither would these provisions 
cause a loss of flexibility in programming replacement, 
destruction or dismantling activities; information given 

at one SCC meeting could be amended as necessary at the 

next. It is our view that certain prior notirication 
provisions would prevent rather than cause misunderstandings. 
In my opinion one of the important purposes of objectives 


of the SCC is to prevent misunderstandings wherever possible. 


6. In prior sessions the Soviet side has 
suggested that para. 1.7 of the strategic offensive arms 
proceaures dealing with voluntary information provides an 
adequate opportunity for one side to provide the other 
side with advance information if it considers such information 
necessary to assure compliance with the obligations assumed 
under the Interim Agreement. Para. 1.7 is an unbracketed 
paragraph and thus "preliminarily agreed by Commissioners." 
The U.S. side continues to agree with the desirability of 
this paragraph, but does not agree that this paragraph is 
a substitute for certain prior notification provisions. In 
fact para. 7 deals with "compliance with the obligations 
assumed under the Interim Agreement" and applies to more than 


just the mutually agreed procedures we are working on. 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435AQ90400010001-2 


okECRET 


vite 


J 


7. Mr. Commissioner, it is our view that the U.S. 
proposals for prior notification should be considered on 
their own merit as an integral part of our mutually 
agreed pce seuss. They would thus contribute to promoting 
the objectives of the ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement. 
Prior notification is not precluded by the ABM Treaty, the 


Interim Agreement and its Protocol, or Agreed Statements. 


8. The language proposed by the U.S. side in para. 7 
of the two Protocols is consistent with the U.S. view on 
the desirability of including certain prior notification 
provisions in thesé mutually agreed procedures. The specific 
language merely requires the Parties to notify each other 
of the number and types of launchers being dismantled or 
destroyed and the number of replacement launchers. The first 
substantive point regarding prior notification is contained 
in para. I.6 of the procedures for strategic offensive arms. 
Notification of the type contained in the U.S. proposed 
para. 1.6 reflects the type of notification which would 


meet the U.S. objectives I set forth earlier, 
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Attachment No. 8 
USTINOV STATEMENT ON NOTIFICATION 


Aprii 19, 1974 


Mr. Commissioner, 

| We have attentively listened to the statement 

i of the U.S. SCC Component. We will study it carefully. 
| For my part I would Jike to direct your attention to 
those considerations which govern the approach of 

the Soviet Component of the Commission to notifica- 
tion procedures. As you know, these procedures were 


not agreed at the second session. 


On questions of notification the Soviet side 
proceeds from the fundamental joint Soviet-American 
~ documents, which first and toremcest are the Treaty 
‘on the Limitation of ABM Systems and the Interim 
Agreement on Certain Measures with Respect to the 


Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms. 


Article XII of the aforementioned Treaty and 
Article V of the Interim Agreement specify that for 
the purpose of providing assurance of compliance with 
the provisions of these documents each side shall 
use national technical means of verification at its 
disposal in a manner eohenevent with generally 
recognized principles of international law. In this 


connection the sides undertook not to interfere with 
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the national technic al means of verification of the 
other side which are carrying out their functions, 
including not using deliberate concealment measures 
which impede verification by national technical 
means of compliance with the provisions of the Treaty 


and Interim Agreement. 


Thus, Mr. Commissioner, both sides have directly 
and officially recognized the effectiveness and 
reliability of national technical ineans in carrying 
out verification. Moreover, we can say with good 
reason that the very conclusion in May 1972 of the 
ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement between the USSR 
and the U.S., to & Significant degree became possible 
because both sides agreed that national technical 
means are capable of reliably verifying compliance 
of the sides with the terms and provisions of these 


Ssoviet-American documents. 


The U.S. Component of the Commission has also 
repeatedly emphasized, at the second and at the 
current session of the SCC, the effectiveness and 


reliability of national technical means of verification. 


In connection with the above considerations, the 
Soviet: side does not see the necessity of substitut- 


ing any sort of further additional functions of the 
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Commission, for example those having the nature 
of prior notification, Lor the functions of nationa- 


‘technical means of verification. 


We believe that with respect to the dismantling 
or destruction and replacement procedures for 
strategic offensive arms and ABM systems being worked 
out by us, national technical means of verification 
are capable of reliably verifying dismantling 
activities at appropriate ICBM launch sites, shipyards 
and ABM test ranges, as well as those arms replacement 
activities which may be carried out by the sides in 
implementation of the provisions of the Interim 


Agreement and the Protocol thereto. 


The Soviet side sees the basic function of notifica- 
tion through the SCC to be that the sides inform each 
other, for the period between sessions, concerning an 
accomplished fact--the completion of dismantling or 
destruction of numbers of ICBM launchers, submarines 
and SLBM launchers, as well as ABM launchers and 
radars; and the number of launchers used by each side 
for replacement purposes during the same period. such 
reciprocal providing of information by the sides 
through the SCC would be documentary confirmation of 


completed activity for official recording by the other 
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side; that will promote the implementation of the 
objectivesand provisions of the ABM Treaty and the 


Interim Agreement. 


In this connection we do not exclude that each 
side may on a voluntary basis add other information 
to the notifications, if it considers such information 
necessary to assure confidence in compliance with the 


obligations assumed. 


Such are the basic positions of principle on 
notification issues to which the Soviet side adheres 
in working out the Protocols and Procedures. These 
tenets have been reflected in those specific formula- 
tions for the corresponding paragraphs of the joint 
documents, which weré proposed by us during the first 
and second sessions and which are bracketed as the 


proposals of the Soviet side. 


Mr. Commissioner, we hope that the U.S. SCC 
Component will once again carefully study our point 
of view on notification procedures. It seems to us 
that achievement of mutual agreement on this issue 


would be in the interests of the entire Commission. 


Thank you for your attention. 
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Attachment No. 9. 
USTINOV STATEMENT ON NOTIFICATION OF DISMANTLING 
IN PROCESS 


April 19, 1974 


Mr. Commissioner, 

The proposals of the U.S. side on notification 
issues, tabled during, the second session of the SCC, 
speak of notification regarding ICBM, SLBM and ABM 
launchers, the dismantling of which is in process. 

Study by the Soviet side during the recess of 
such a notification procedure prompted a number of 
questions on our part. For example, it is not clear 
to us what one side or another would have to do at 
the next session about notification of dismantling 
of launchers or radars if dismantling thereof, already 
begun before the previous session, is not completed 
by the beginning of the next session. Will this 
require repeated notification or will it not be 


necessary to do so? 


Based on those time periods which are provided 
for the completion of dismantling, such instances are 
evidently quite possible. For example, according 


to the procedures, dismantling of replaced ICBM 
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launchers must te ccmpleted no later than four 
months after the replacement submarine begins sea 
trials, dismantling of SLBM launchers--within six 
months, and dismantling actions on ABM launchers at 
test ranges--no later than three months after their 


initiation. 


At the same time, the experience of the second 
and third sessions of the SCC shows that the period 
between sessions lasted from 24 to 44 months. Thus, 
the duration of dismantling may sometimes overlap the 
duration of the period between sessions. Another 
variant: dismantling begun before the previous session, 
is completed during the period between sessions. How 
would one in this instance relate these launchers to 
those launchers, dismantling of which was both begun 
and completed during the period between sessions? It 


would be possible to. cite a number of other variants. 


We would be thankful to you, Mr. Commissioner, 
if you would clarify for us how the U.S. side envisages 
practical implementation of such a notification 


procedure. 
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COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL'S COMMENTS~-MODERN SLBM'S 


April 19, 1974 


1. The Protocol to the Interim Agreement states: 
"The deployment of modern SLBMs on any submarine, 
regardless of type, will be counted against the total 
level of SLBMs permitted for the U.S. and the U.S.S.R," 
Paragraph 1.2 is included in the procedures for the 
purpose of defining a modern SLBM. Without the inclusion 
of an added sentence, of the type proposed by the U.S. 
side, the paragraph deals only with modern SLBMs on nuclear- 
powered submarines and does not deal with modern SLBMs 
"on any submarine, regardless of type" -- for example, 
diesel-powered submarines. Thus in the U.S. view there 
is a requirement for an additional sentence to complete 


the definition of a modern SLBM. 


2. From a review of previous exchanges on this subject, 
I do not detect a substantive difference between the two 
sides. If IT understand the Soviet position correctly 
it is basically that it is not necessary to introduce 
this additional language. It is the U.S. view that an 
additional sentence is necessary to complete the purpose 


of this paragraph. By such an addition the modern SLBM 
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definition would be complete and any possible misunder- 
standing on this point would be eliminated, It would be 
clear in the procedures that the term "modern submarine- 
launched ballistic missile" applies to newer missiles 
regardless of the type of submarine on which they are 


deployed. 


3. In light of the foregoing and after careful 
review of the previous cxchanges on this subject, the 
U.S. side proposes the following alternative language for 
the U.S. proposed additional sentence (read alternatives 


and pass copies to Soviet side). 


4, The U.S. proposed additional sentence in either 


form would apply equally to both Sides, is consistent with 


Interim Agreement and its 


the Protocol, and, in the U.S. view, is necessary to complete 


the definition of a "modern SLBM." 


5. Mr. Commissioner, the U.S. side continues to believe 
that an additional sentence is necessary for completeness in 
the definition of "modern submarine-lLaunched ballistic 
missiles.” Taking into account Soviet concerns regarding 
the U.S. proposed sentence, we have provided you today with 
alternative language, intended to clarify the sentence, which 


in our opinion would adequately complete the definition of 


modern SLBMs. 


Oo 
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Attachment No. ii 


U.S. Working Document 
April 19, 197/1 


STRATEGTC OFFENSIVE ARMS: PROCEDURES 
PARAGRAPH T,2 


2. "Modern ... 1965; and for both Parties, 
submarine-launched ballistic missiles first flight- 


tested since 1965 and installed in any submarine 
regardless of type." 
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U.S. Working Decument 
April 1Oy- 1O74 


STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS: PROCEDURES 
PARAGRAPH 1.2 


2. "Modern ... 1965; and for both Parties, 
submarine-launched ballistic missiles first flight- 
tested since 1965 and installed in diesel 
submarines," 
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Attachment No. 12 
USTINOV STATEMENT ON DEFINITION OF MODERN SLBM 


April 19, 1974 


Mr. Commissioner, 

In my second statement today I would like to 
address the question of the definition of modern 
SLBMs contained in paragraph I.2 of the Procedures 


for Strategic Offensive Arms. 


In paragraph I.2 there are brackets containing 
a proposal of the U.S. side consisting of an addition 
to the definition of modern SLBMs. During the recess 
the Soviet side carefully studied this wording of 
paragraph 2, taking your proposal into account, and 
believes that the initial wording, without the U.S. 
addition, sufficiently completely defines the concept 
of modern SLBMs, applicable to the objectives of the 


procedures we are working out. 


Furthermore, in accordance with paragraph 1.3 
of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms, 
agreed by the sides at the second session of the scC, 
use of launchers for older ballistic missiles on diesel 
submarines for replacement purposes is precluded. In 
order to avoid the possibility of circumvention of 
the agreement through accumulation of modern SLBMs 


on diesel submarines, the sides have also provided 
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that these missiles will count in the total level 


of SLBM launchers established by the Interim Agreement, 


ons eas 


Thus, paragraphs 2 and 3 of Section I of the 
Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms, taking into 
account the provisions of other earlier agreed 
interpretive statements which are presently in force, 
define with adequate precision the concept of modern 
SLBEMs for both Sides, and it is' not necessary to 
introduce any sort of addition into paragraph 2. The 
Soviet side proposes to leave the wording of para- 
graph 1.2 of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive 
Arms as follows: "Modern submarine-launched ballistic 
missiles are: for the United States, missiles installed 
in all PULese Say eaes submarines; and for the Soviet 
Union, missiles of the type installed in nuclear- 


powered submarines made operational since 1.065..." 


Thank you for your attention. 
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US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSTON 


Meeting, April 16, 1974 
US Mission, Geneva 


rersons. Present: 


Mr. Graybeal Brig. Gen. Ustinov 

Brig. Gen. Georgi Mr. Karpov 

Col. (Ret.) C. G. FitzGerald Mr. Yereskovsky 

Mr. Anderson Col Belyanin 

Lt. Col. Bartos Capt. Kuznetsov 

Lt. Col. DeSimone Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter) 
Mr. Long Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter) 
it. Cdr, Martin Capt. Korobchenko 

Mr. Smith (Military Interpreter) 


Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter) 


ra 
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Commissioner Graybeal opened the meeting at 11:00 a.m., and 
said that before giving the floor to General Ustinov he would 
like to introduce Mr. Robert Smith, now working on the US Com- 
ponent of the SCC in place of Lt. Col. Pettyjohn, who had been 
present at our first meeting of this session. 


Commissioner Ustinov acknowledged the introduction, and 
delivered a prepared statement (Attachment). 


Mr. Graybeal thanked Ustinov and said that the US Component 
of the SCC also believed that the work of the Editorial Working 
Group, on the nonsubstantive changes designed to make the JDTs 
clearer, had been useful and productive and that the JDTs had been 
improved. Also he believed doing that work now would save time 
as we neared the completion of our assigned task of preparing 
mutually acceptable procedures for replacement, dismantling or 
destruction, and notification thereof, for strategic offensive 
arms and for ABM systems and their components. 


He continued by stating that the US SCC Component also 
agrees that the texts of the JDTs, which were now in the process 


of being conformed, would have the same status as the November 164 
1973 texts; that is, "preliminarily agreed by Commissioners", with 
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vne appropriate date noted. This set of revised texts would 
provide the basis for negotiating the much more important 

issues and differences between the Sides, now identified by 
bracketed language. Graybeal said that he understood Ustinov's 
statement concerning the status of these JDTs meant that "nothing 
is agreed until all is agreed." As Ustinov had so aptly put it, 
our respective Governments would, of course, also review the docu- 
ments prior to their Signature and entry into force. It also 
went without saying that either Side had the option to raise any 
question concerning either bracketed or unbracketed language if 
it were considered necessary. He hoped, however, that the cur- 
rently unbracketed language would have “clear Salling" henceforth, 
and that we could focus our attention on the substantive matters 
in the bracketed portions of the JDTs,. 


Graybeal concluded by noting that the nonsubstantive changes 
proposed by each side and accepted by the other had been incor- 
porated into the texts which were being conformed by our Executive 
Secretaries today. With the assistance of our interpreters and 
those others involved, this conforming of the texts could be com- 
pleted, we could agree that they were "preliminarily agreed by 
Commissioners" as of the date that work was done, and the Russian 
and English-language versions could be exchanged. 


General Ustinov said he would like to restate his belief 
that positive and useful work had been done by the Editorial 
Working Group and our Deputy Commissioners; it would help to 
provide a basis for working out the final agreed texts of the 
Protocols and Procedures. He Said. he agreed that our Executive 
Secretaries should complete the work of conforming the texts, 
preparing them for agreement by Commissioners at the level 
noted by Graybeal and for exchange of Russian and English 
versions. 


Mr. Graybeal said he thought this exchange of texts could 
be part of our next Scc meeting. 


General Ustinov agreed. 


Mr. Graybeal asked if the Soviet Component had any other 
matters to take up today. 


General Ustinov said the Soviet Side had many issues it 
would like to raise at future meetings, but not this morning. 


Mr. Graybeal said that in that Case, since he also had nothing 
further to bring up this morning, he would like to propose that 
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our next meeting take place at 11:00 a.m. on April 19, at the 
Soviet Mission, for the purpose of initiating substantive dis- 
cussion of bracketed language in the JDT7s. 


General Ustinov stated that as he had said at our first 
mecting and repeated again today, the Soviet side is ready to go 
on with that work. He agreed to the time and place proposed by 
Graybeal for. the next meeting. 


Mr. Graybeal said he did have one more item of business 
which concerned pleasure. The US Component wovld like to invite 
the Soviet Component to lunch in this room on Wednesday, April 24 
at 1200 p.m, 


3 


General Ustinov accepted with gratitude on behalf of the 
Soviet Component, and remarked that he had no objection in 
principle to lunching at the same table at which we were now 
working. 


Mr. Graybeal adjourned the meeting at 11:35 a.m. 


Attachment: . ; 


Ustinov Statement 
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USTINOV STATEMENT, April 16, 1974 


Mr. Commissioner, 
As agreed, today we are holding the second 
plenary meeting of the Commission. 
The Soviet Component of the Commission has 
carefully studied the editorial changes, proposed 
by the U.S. side, o the previously agreed provisions 
of the Joint Draft Texts cf the Protocols and 
Procedures governing replacement, dismantling or 
destruction, and notification thereof, for strategic 
offensive arms and ABM systems, of November 16 19735 
We believe that the two meetings of the Working 
Group headed by the Executive Secretaries and the 
meeting of Deputy Commissioner V. P. Karpov and 
General Georgi were useful for both sides and were 
productive. 
We have no objections to the changes introduced 
by the U.S. side which are of a purely grammatical 
or stylistic nature and which do not change provisions 
of principle, flowing Fron the Interim Agreement and 
the ABM Treaty; we agree also to the refinementsof a 
legal nature to the texts of the Protocols and 
Procedures which do not change the sense of already 
agreed basic premises on the structure and format 


of the documents. 
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In that light we agree to introduce such 
corrections into the documents, and specifically: 

(a) to indicate more clearly that, the procedures 
for dismantling or destruction, and notification 
thereof, for strategic offensive arms and for ABM 
systems and their components are being adopted 
eieeuas to the provisions and in implementavion 
of the Interim Agreement and ABM freaty which is in 
force; 

(b) to show more clearly that the procedures 
for strategic offensive arms and for ABM systems and 
their components are an integral part of the respective 
Protocols; 

(e)" to establish the time of entry into force of 
the strategic offensive arms and ABM Protocols and 
Procedures, which are to be considered in force upon 
Signature by us of the respective Protocols. 

As for some other proposals and formulations of' 
the U.S. side, we do not see the need to introduce 
them into the texts already worked out. As I under- 
stand it, the U.S. Component of the Commission has 
also agreed with this. 

The specific proposals of the Soviet side are 
contained in our working document, which we have 
given to you, and work on which is being finished up 


today by our Executive Secretaries, 
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The Soviet side agrees to the Bienes and 
additions introduced, and proposes to consider the 
corrected texts of the Enotes and Procedures to 
be joint drafts. In this connection it is our under- 
standing that our agreement to these texts is 
preliminary until final completion of the full texts 
of the Protocols and Procedures and their approval 
by Governments. 

Mr. Commissioner, the Soviet side is prepared 
to turn to consideration of other paragraphs of the 
Protocols and Procedures, which still remain unagreed. 


Thank you for your attention. 
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MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION 
U.S. STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
GENEVA, SWITZERLAND 


DATE: April 11, 1974 
Time: i100 - 1325 Hours 
PLACE: Soviet Mission, Geneva 


SUBJECT: Meeting of Editorial Review Group 


PARTICIPANTS: US USSR 


Brig. Gen. W. F. Georgi Mr. Vs Ps Karpov 


Col. C. G. FitzGerald Mr. A. 5S. Yereskovsky 
QTC F. P. DeSimone Capt. Ye. G. Korobchenko 
Mr. P. Afanasenko Mr. Ye. N. Kochetkov 


(Interpreter ) (Interpreter ) 


Karpov opened the meeting and gave the floor to Georgi, who 
said he thought we should proceed according to the plan which 
FitzGerald and Yereskovsky had worked out; that is, the Soviet 
side could present its-responses and reactions to the editorial 
changes which had been ae er by the US side for the unbracketed 
portions of the November 160, 1973 JDTs. He said this should be 
as informal and direct as Karpov wished to make it; the US side 
simply wanted to be certain that those suggestions and the Soviet 


‘responses were perfectly clear to both sides. 


Karpov, before going through the Soviet Working Document 
which had been prepared for today's meeting, made some general 
comments as follows: 


1. The Soviet side proceeds from the premise that, 
generally speaking, the November 16 JDTs need no corrections 
or changes. They express accurately and completely the ideas 
and thoughts intended; no fundamental change was needed in that 
which was accomplished during the last SCC session and approved 
by the Commissioners, 


2. Nevertheless, the Soviet side had carefully studied 
the "editorial changes" which the US side had suggested for the 
agreed portions of those documents, and felt that the two meetings 
of this working group which had already been held under the leader- 
ship of our Executive Secretaries had been useful. The explanations 
and the suggested changes themselves were helpful in making the 
approach of the US side clear and in improving the Soviet side's 
understanding of that approach. 
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3. The Scviet side does not object to changes for 
stylistic and grammatical purposes which do not affect the 
Russian language texts: these can be made in the JDvs and 
confirmed under the supervision of our Executive Secretaries. 


4, In principle, the Soviet side also does not oppose 
"polishing" the texts from a egal point of view, keeping in 
mind that there should be no changes to the agreed structure 
and format of ‘the documents. For example, it would appear useful 
to clearly state in the preambular language that the procedvreas 
we are working out are implementation of the ABM Treaty and the 
Interim Agreement, and to clearly set down that each set of 
Procedures and its respective Protocol comprise an integral 
document, and also to clearly state when these agreed Procedures 
enter into force, 


5. In other cases, the suggestions and proposals of 
the US side raise some doubt, and the Soviet side has formulated 
alternative changes. If these are not acceptable, the Soviet 
Side would prefer to stay with the formulations in the November 16, 
1973 JDTs. This approach, retaining November 16 JDT language, 
also applies in some cases where the Soviet side does not consider 
the US-proposed changes to be useful, and has made no alternative 
proposal. ; 


Karpov then handed over the Soviet working documents 
(Attachments No. 1 and No. 2) and proceeded to review all the 
proposed editorial changes. Those which were not simply accepted 
as they were proposed in the US Working Document of April 5, 1974 
are reviewed below, with comments and discussion. For ease of 
reference, see Attachment No. 2 to MemCon, SCC Session III, A-160. 


Strategic Offensive Arms , JDI, Protocol 
Preambular Language 


1. "And in implementation of" -- accepted, but Soviet-~- 
suggested language requires minor change in wording which actually 
better articulates the intent of the US-prcepused change. 

2. Karpov said that ". . . regarding that Agreement . ." 
is better than ". . . related Agreed Statements. . ." because it 
more closely corresponds to the title agreed upon for those agreed 
statements initialed by Ambassador Smith and Minister Semenov on 
May 26, 1972. ‘This approach, Karpov said, applies to all cases 
where the language of previously agreed documents is used in 
formulations for the documents now being worked out. In the Soviet 
view, this approach is extremely desirable, and should be used 
consistently. 
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. - . « hereinafter referred to as the Interim 
Agreement . . ." -- The Soviet view is that it is not useful 

or necessary to arrive at a contrived way of lumping together 

the pertinent documents and referring to them in combination 

as "the Interim Agreement," esvecially when one of them is 
already "the Interim Agreement." Listing by their proper names, 
as previously agreed, the several documents of various categories 
to which we are referring in this Preamble is more direct and 


accurate. 


4, The Soviet side, based on the need here and the 
precedent pointed out by the US side at the April Pig OTE 
meeting, proposes to explicitly state that the Procedures are 
spelled out in an Attachment which forms an integral part of 
the Protocol. This is in accord with the express desire of the 
US side that ambiguity on that score be removed. The suggested 
change and addition to the last sentence of the preambular 
paragraph accomplishes that purpose, in the Soviet view. Georgi 
agreed that it appeared to do so, though we would have to review 
it once again to be certain. At the same time, he agreed that 


if the .". . . hereinafter referred to . . ." phrase was not 
adopted, it would be necessary to stay with ". . . that Interim 
Agreement . . ."-at the end of the preambular paragraph. 


Protocol, Numbered Paragraphs 


1. Assuming agreement on the principle and implementation 
of point 4+ above, the "Procedures" would generally be written with 
a capital letter, contrary to the US suggestion. The US partici- 
pants indicated that was probably acceptable, since the doubt 
created by capitalizing "Procedures" should now be completely 
removed by the explicit statement of the status of the "attached 
procedures" -- that is, Protocol and Procedures constitute one 
integral document. Karpov agreed. 


2. Reference paragraph 6. Soviet rejection of the 
proposed deletion of ". . . provisions of the ..." was not 
discussed as Karpov reviewed the changes. Later in the meeting, 
however, the subject was raised by Georgi with a question concerning 
the reasons for not accepting that "fix" in the several places 
for which it was suggested, including the ABM Protocol. Karpov 
said that the working out of these procedures was a precisely 
defined task -- the SCC was to do so in order to implement specific 
provisions of the ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement. FitzGerald 
pointed out that Article XIII of the ABM Treaty charged the SCC 
with promoting the implementation of objectives and provisions, 
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and reminded Karpov of our previous explanation that simply 
referring to "the Interim Agreement" or "the ABM Treaty" in 
para. 6 of each Protocol, for example, covered both those 
charges. If we included "provisions" in that formulation, 
perhaps inclusion of "objectives" as well would be better. 


Karpov disagreed, saying that certainly implementing 
the objectives of those agrecments already in force was an 
SscC function, but the task at hand was specifically tied to 
certain of their specific provisions. The SCC can be, and 
indeed already is, empowered to deal with adding to those 
agreements based on changes in the strategic situation and 
so forth, but for the time being we still have SALT to do that 
job. The SCC, within the broad task of promoting objectives, 
is now working out procedures for implementing certain provisions 
of those agreements, as directed by our governments when they 
signed the ABM Treaty and Interim Agreement. 


When FitzGerald asked whether or not we were also promoting 
their objectives, Karpov replied that of course we were. 
FitzGerald then noted that in that case specifically mentioning 
"provisions" could be misleading or incomplete. Karpov replied 
that on the contrary, it is necessary to keep it clear in these 
documents that the SCC is acting in accord with provisions of 


agreements in force and not "inventing anything new.' 


FitzGerald said that it would appear the Soviet side agrees 
that everything the SCC does is "promoting the objectives" of 
agreements in force. Karpov said that was true, but added that 
he saw no need to continually underscore that fact. 


3. The wording of the penultimate paragraph to include 
the "entry into force" phrase follows the US-proposed format 
and retains November 16 JDT language for ". . . attached Pro- 
cedures .. ." based on the fix in the preambular language (see 
point 4 under "Preambular Language" above). 


strategic Offensive Arms JDI, Procedures 


1. The US proposal to combine paras. I.1 and 1.2, Karpov 
said, was not a good one. Since "modern SLBM" is not defined 
elsewhere, we should follow "trails already blazed" in formulating 
this definition and maintaining paras. 1, 2, and 3 in their 
present format. He went through a rather lengthy discussion 
indicating that the Soviet side considers this language to be 
in the category mentioned above in point 2 under "Preambular 
Language." The "trail already blazed" in this case is the 
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July 24, 1972 agreed clarification concerning SLBMs, which 
Karpov referred to as "that well-known document", and the 
Soviet position is that we should avoid reformulating such 
an agreed definition. 


e. For the same reason as above, Karpov said we should 
stick with ". . . installed..." rather than use ". . . deployed 
. .' in para. 2. Georgi said that seemed reasonable. (Note: 
Contrary to the impression gained on April 9 and noted in A-162 
Karpov said during this discussion that he did not have, nor 
had he seen, the English-language text of the refereiced "agreed 


clarification" #0) 


3. Karpov said, with reference to para. 1.3, that it did 
not appear particularly useful to shorthand the title of the 
Interim Agreement. This applied also to the other places where 
such shortened reference had been proposed, based primarily on 
the US-proposed change to the preambular language of the Protocol. 


4, See title of Section III. It was agreed to correct the 
order of "ballistic missile submarines and SLBM launchers", to 
correspond to the formulation of this title, throughout the 
document (specifically in paras. 2, 3, and 4 of the Protocol 
and para. I. of the Procedures ). 


5. Rather than the change proposed by the US side for 
para. III.2, Karpov proposed "any of the foregoing . . ." to 
accomplish the same purpose. 


6. In para. IV(a), Karpov proposed that since the SCC is 
mentioned so few tinies in these documents, it should be given 
due respect by having its name spelled out rather than abbreviated. 
Georgi agreed. 


7. In para. IV(b), ". . . the Protocol thereto ..." should 
stay in, based on the discussion and the conclusion concerning 
not referring to all the pertinent documents together as "the 
Interim Agreement" (see point 3 above under "Preambular Language"). 


ABM Procedures, Protocol 


1. For all US-proposed changes not accepted or revised, 
see corresponding discussion above, under Strategic Offensive 
Arms, Protocol. 
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2. Dropping the word "aforementioned" from paras. 1, 2, 3, 
5, and 6, as well as the umumbered penultimate paragraph was 
not accepted based on stanaard practice and on the failure to 
adopt the ". . . hereinafter referred to as the ABM DBE AL eas cigs Ue 
in the preambular language. 


" 


3. Reference para. 3, Karpov said that although he understood 
the US attempt to improve the language in the second line without 
affecting the substance, this formulation had been the subject of 
such detailed scrutiny and negotiation perhaps it was better left 
alone unless there were some important reason to Change it. Since 
the US side had clearly said no substance was involved in any of 
its proposed changes, it would appear that no such reason existed. 
(Note: Karpov quite clearly indicated that it would be difficult 
to change this language at this point Since, as a Soviet proposal 
(SCC-IT), it had been subject to close review and approval in 
Moscow. Georgi and FitzGerald agreed that since the suggested 
change had been purely editorial, it was probably all right to 
leave the sentence as it was. 


Nee 4, Reference para. 6. See above, discussion of ", . . not 
inconsistent with the provisions . . ." under "Strategic Offensive 
: . Arms JDT, Protocol", point 2 under "Protocol, Numbered Paragraphs", 
we ‘ 
5. Reference penultimate paragraph. Corresponding discussion 
under Strategic Offensive Arms JDT, Protocol applies. 


ABM JDT, Procedures 


1. Paragraph I.4 -- see point 4 in immediately preceding 
section above on ". . . not inconsistent with the Drovistons.; <.., 


2. Reference para. Ii.2, Karpov asked what point in time 
"present" indicated, noting that this procedure affected the US 
side only and that he was prepared to leave the formulation as it 
was in the November 16, 1973 JDT and his question was motivated by 
curiosity only. He said perhaps it would be just as well to drop 
the word "present", and avoid raising a question. Georgi replied 
that seemed like a useful suggestion, and accepted it. 


3. Reference para. II.4, Karpov said he was similarly curious 
about the meaning of "the entire area". DeSimone explained that 
it had been intended to mean all of the area in which work had been 
in progress on the future ABM site, affecting the natural contours 
of the terrain, and asked whether the Soviet side wished to propose 
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an editorial change to clarify the text. Karpov said that he 
appreciated the explanation and that having heard it he thought 
no change was required. 


4, Reference para. II.5, Karpov suggested that ". . . by 
the scc . . ." was unnecessary, since it was clear from the entire 
document how the Procedures were being agreed. Georgi said he 
thought striking those words a useful fix which the US side could 
accept. 


“5. Reference para. TT365 spell oué Standing Consultative 
Commission; see above, point 6 under "Strategic Offensive Arms 
JDI, Procedures". 


Attachments: 
1. Soviet SCC Component Working Document, Strategic Offensive 
Arms Procedures. ; 
2. Soviet SCC Component Working Document, ABM Procedures 


seo:n#fosimone bye 
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Official translation 
eat et bans. ation 


ws’ 
7 Working Document of the 
— ie Te 
STANDING CONSULTATI VE COMMISSION 
PROPOCOL 
PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING 
OR DESTRUCTION, AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR 
STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


Pursuant to the provisions and in implementation 
of the Interim Agreement between the United States of 
America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 
on Certain Measures with Respect to the Limitation 
| — . of Strategic Offensive Arms of May 26. 1972, the 
ew Protocol thereto, and the Agreed Statements regarding 

that Agreement, the Parties thereto have, within the 
framework of the Standing Consultative Commission, 
agreed upon procedures governing replacement, dismantling 
or destruction, and notification thereof, for strategic 
offensive arms limited by that Interim Agreement, as 
they are formulated in the Attachment which constitutes 
an integral part of this Protocol. | 

The Parties have also agreed on the. following 
general guidelines: 

1. The attached Procedures shall apply only 


to systems to be replaced and dismantled or destroyed 


—_ 
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pursuant to the provisions of the aforementioned 
Interim Agreement; 

2. Any replacement of intercontinental ballistic- 
missile (ICBM) launchers or ballistic-missile sub- 
marines and submarine-launched ballistic missile 
(SLBM) launchers shall be on the basis of 
Articles III and IV of the Interim Agreement, the 
Protocol thereto, and applicahle Agreed Statements; 


3. Dismantling or destruction procedures for 


ICBM launchers and associated facilities and for 


ballistic-missile submarines and SLBM launchers 
shall ensure that they would be put in a condition 


that precludes the possibility of their use for 


-launching ICBMs or SLBMs, respectively; shall ensure 


that reactivation of units dismantled or destroyed 
would be detectable by national technical means; 
shall be such that reactivation time of these units 
would not be substantially less than the time required 
for new construction; and shall preclude unreasonable 
Gelays in dismantling or destruction; 

a Dismantling or destruction procedures shall 
be formulated separately for soft and for silo land- 
based ICBM launchers as well as for ballistic-missile 


submarines and SLBM -aunchers; 
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5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction 
procedures snall ensure that adequate verification 
can be accomplished by national technical means in 
accordance with Article V of the Interim Agreement; 
6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance 
with the attached Procedures, facilities remaining 
at land-based ICBM launch sites, and submarines, may. 
| at the discretion of the Parties, be used for purposes 
not inconsistent with the provisions of the Interim 
‘Agreement and the Protocol thereto; 
Pe Through timely and appropriate procédures, 
the Parties shall notify each other of the number and 
7 type of launchers being dismantled or destroyed and 
| _—, the number of replacement launchers; and/t 
| Tis Through appropriate procedures, the Parties 
shall notify each other of the number of dismantled or 
destroyed launchers and the number of such launchers 
used for replacement; and7* 


8. The number of replacement ballistic-missile 


i 
i 
i 
{ 
! 
| 
i 
| 
1 


submarines which are under construction simultaneously 
shall not exceed a number consistent with a normal 
construction schedule. A normal construction schedule 
is understood to be one consistent with the past or 


present construction practices of each Party. 
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This Protocol and the attached Procedures shall 
enter into force upon signature of this Protocol and 
remain in force for the duration of the Interim Agree- 
ment, and may be amended by the Standing Consultative 
Commission as 1t deems appropriate. 

Done at Geneva on Paee Sol two copies, 
each in the English and Russian languages, both texts 


being equally authentic. 


Commissioner, Commissioner, 
United States of Union of Soviet Socialist 
America Republics 


1. Proposed by U.S. side. . 


2. Proposed by Sovict side. 
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ATTACHMENT 
STANDING CONES™LTATIVE COMMISSTON 
DTANDING CONSMLTATIVE COMMISSION 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR 
DESTRUCTION, AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR STRATEGIC 
OFFENSIVE ARMS 


I. General 

1. Within the limits of the levels established 
for each Party, launchers for land-based inter- 
continental ballistic missiles (ICBMs) of older types, 
deployed prior to 1964, launchers for ballistic 
missiles on any nuclear-powered submarines, and 
launchers for modern ballistic missiles on diesel 


submarines may be replaced by launchers for ballistic 


missiles on modern nuclear-powered submarines. 


2. Modern submarine~launched ballistic missiles 
are: Tor the United States, missiles installed in all 
nuclear-powered submariness and for the Soviet Union, 
missiles of the type installed in nuclear-powered 
submarines made operational since 1965 {in addition, 
all submarine-launched ballistic missiles first 
tested after 1964 are modern submarine-launched 
ballistic missiles.7+ 

3. Launchers for older ballistic missiles on 


diesel submarines may not be used for the replacement 
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c. 


purposes provided for in the Protocol to the Interim 
enw” Agreement on Certain Measures with Respect to the 
Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms. 

4, Dismantling or destruction of replaced 
launchers shall be initiated no later than the date 
of the beginning of sea trials of a replacement 
submarine. Initiation of any of the actions in 

- Section II below shall constitute initiation of 
dismantling or destruction of an ICBM launcher. 
Initiation of any of the actions in Section IIT 
below shall constitute initiation of dismantling or 
destruction Se oMaee Shae submarine or 
ee” SLBM launcher. 

5. The beginning of sea trials of a replacement 
pallistic-missile submarine shall be the date on 
which such a submarine first operates under its own 
power away from the harbor or port in which the 
construction or fitting out of the submarine was 
performed. 

fe. Notification of dismantling or destruction 
and replacement activities shall be given through the 
ScC twice annually, reflecting the status as of the 
beginning of each regular session. The notification 
shall contain: 

(a) For ICBM launchers deployed prior to 1964 
and for ballistic-missile launchers on 


we : 
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older submarines, the number and type 
(silo ICBM launcher, soft ICBM launcher, 
or SLBM launcher) on which dismantling 
or destruction is in process and the 
number and type on which dismantling or 
destruction action has been completed 
since the last report in the SCC. 

(b) For replacement SLBM launchers, the 
number which are on submarines that will 
begin sea trials during the next six- 
month period, and the number which are 
on submarines that have begun sea trials 
since the last report in the sec.77 


fo. Notification of completed dismantling of 


’ TCBM launchers and ballistic-missile launchers on 


replaced submarines shall be given through the Standing 
Consultative Commission twice annually, reflecting the 
status as of the beginning of each regular session of 
the Commission. The notification shall contain 
information for the past six months on the number of 
dismantled ICBM launchers and ballistic-missile 
launchers on replaced submarines, as well as on the 
number of such launchers replaced by launchers on 


modern submarines during that period.7* 
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we’ other information to the notifications if it considexs 
such information necessary to assure confidence in 
compliance with the obligations assumed unuer the 
Interim Agreement. 
It. Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of Land- 
Based ICEM Launchers Replaced by SLBM Launchers 
i. In all cases the following actions shall be 
accomplished in carrying out dismantling or destruction: 
(a) removal from the launch site of the supply 
of missiles and their components, warheads, 
and mobile equipment; 
| ; (b) dismantling of fixed launch equipment, all 
ad erecting and handling equipment, and 
7 propellant-handling equipment, /located 
at the launch site or associated with it7! 
Zassociated with the launcher and located 
at the launch site/* and removal of all 
dismantled equipment from the launch site. 
Launch equipment is understood to be 
systems, components, and instruments 
required to launch a missile. 

2. In the case of soft launch sites, in addition 
to the actions specified Gapaneaeach 1, the following 
actions shall be performed: 

— SECRET 
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fareas of the launch pads centered on the 
launch stand and at least 30 meters in 
diameter/+ {locations of launch device 
emplacement, or launch pads/@ and missile 
launch control posts (bunkers) shall be 
made unusable by dismantling or destruction; 
fuel storage tanks shall be dismantled 
and removed from the launch site; 
debris of locations of launch devices or 
launch pads, of missile launch control 
posts (bunkers), and of fuel storage tank 
foundations may be removed, and, after 
six months, the places where they were 


located may be covered with earth. 


3. In thé case of silo launch sites, in addition 


to the actions specified in paragraph 1, the following 


actions shall be performed: 


(a) 


Silo doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas 
ducting, launch tubes /silo headworks, 
and launch control punkers/+ shall be 
dismantled or destroyed. Dismantled 
components shall be removed from the 
launch site; 

after the actions provided for in sub- 


paragraph (a) above have been accomplished, 
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the silo shall remain open for a period 
of six months, after which it /snai17* 
fiiay7° be filled with earth; 
f4. After dismantling or destruction has been 
accomplished in accordance with the sbove procedures, 
facilities remaining at ICBM launch sites may not be 
used either for storage, support or launch of ICBMs, 
or for storage or support of ICBM-capable launchers, 
but may, at the discretion of the Sides, be used for 
other purposes not inconsistent with the provisions 
of the Interim Agreement and the Protocol thereto.7~ 
5. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ICBM 
launchers shall be completed no later than four months 


after tne replacement submarine begins sea trials. 


Itt. Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of 


Ballistic-Missile Suomarines and SLBM Launchers 

Replaced by New Ballistic-Missile Submarines 

and SLBM Launchers 

1. The following procedures, from which each 
Party may choose, are acceptable for dismantling or 
destruction of ballistic-missile submarines and SLBM 
launchers: 

(a) sinking of the submarine with its launchers 
in international waters of at least 2000 


meters depth. /When this procedure for 


ballistic-missile submarine destruction 
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is chosen, notification of the time and 
location of the planned destruction shall 
be given to the other side at least one 
month prior to the planned destruction 1, 
scrapping the submarine and its launchers 
in the open /in predesignated shipyaras7- 
scrapping shall involve extensive 
disassembly; 
removing the submarine's missile section 
in the open fit predesignated shipyards7+ 
removal of the launch tubes or cutting off 
the upper part of the tubes together with 
the superstructure above them;7~ 
for "H-Class" submarines the following 
procedures will apply: removal of launch 
tubes in the open in predesignated ship- 
yards. The shipyards to be used for 
ballistic-missile submarine dismantling 
shall be agreed between the Parties. 
(1) That entire part of the superstructure 
(including the fairwater) and outer 
hull above the missile compartment 


of the submarine will be removed. 
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That section of the missile compart - 
ment pressure hull (hull crown plating 
and frame segments) which contains 
ail of the hull penetrations for the 
missile launch tubes, as well as the 
missile launch tubes will be removed. 
The pressure hull and outer hull may 
then be restored only by welaing into 
place new sections without launch 
tube penetrations. 

No superstructure or fairwater will 
be replaced over the section of the 
submarine from which the launch tubes 


have been removed.7+ 


2. hay of. the foregoing actions shall be completed 


no later than six months after the replacement sub- 


marine begins sea trials. 


3. Under any dismantling option, launch-tube 


hatches shall be left open throughout the entire period 


of dismantling, 


and missiles and missile-launching 


equipment shall be removed. 


IV. Procedures for Replacement of a Ballistic-Missile 


Submarine Lost at Sea or DiSabled Beyond Repair 


In the event that a ballistic-missile submarine 


is lost at sea or disabled beyond repair, such a 
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submarine may be replaced by another ballistic- 


missile submarine in accordance with the following: 


(a) 


(c) 


notification of the loss or disablement 
shal] be made to the other Party. through 
the Standing Consultative Commission; 
the number of launchers on the replacement 
ballistic-missile submarine shall not 
cause the total number of launchers to 
exceed that authorized in the Interim 
Agreement and the Protocol thereto; 

the disabled ballistic-missile submarine 
shall be dismantled or destroyed in 
accordance with Section III of these 


Procedures. 


é 
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MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION 
U.S. STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
GENEVA, SWITZERLAND 


DATE: April 5, 1974 

TIME: 1100 to 1315 

PLACE: Soviet Mission, Geneva 
suBsJEcT: Meeting of Editorial Review Group 


PARTICIPANTS: US USSR 
Col. C. G. FitzGerald Mr. A. S. Yereskovsky 
LC. H. Ps. DeSimone Capt. Ye. G. Korobchenko 
Mr. P. Afanasenko Mr. Ye. N. Kochetkov 
(Interpreter) . (Interpreter) 


oe en cer NE ee nar er eee Satan tat em tn nes 


The Editorial Review Group met for the first time to begin 
work on the nonsubstantive changes to the unbracketed portions 
of the November 16, 1973 Joint Draft Texts, which the US Com- 
ponent of the SCC wanted to propose based on the review of those 
texts performed in Washington during the recess between SCC-iI 
and SCC-III. 


FitzGerald explained the background and purposes of the 
various changes the US side intended to propose, emphasizing 
the same points made by Graybeal to Ustinov when it was decided 
to go ahead with this work. He pointed out that it was considered 
important that SCC work continue at this time, and said that 


doing this "editorial" work now would no doubt save a great deal 


of time later on in this SCC session. He explained that the 
JDTs had been reviewed by various experts in Washington, includ- 
ing legal advisors, and that many comments and suggestions haa 
been made which were intended to improve the accuracy, com- 
pleteness, and clarity of the JDTs. He then reviewed the various 
Kinds of changes which he intended to suggest. These included 
some changes which would put the JDTs into better treaty-type 
language; we were already aware of the need for certain of these 
when we completed work on the JDTs at the end of SCC-II. Some 
changes would affect the English text only, in order to conform 
the Russian and English texts more closely. Other changes were 
simply intended to improve the English syntax, either from the 
legal point of view or for editorial reasons only. FitzGerald 
remarked again that the US side considered all of these changes 
nonsubstantive, even though in certain cases a change to the 
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Russian language text might be required. He wanted to make it 
clear again that there was no intention on the US side to change 
the substantive meaning of any of the language which had aiready 
peen preliminarily agreed Ly Commissioners on November 165 1973; 
He also noted that, although we were not yet addressing any 
bracketed paragraphs, we had included in the working document 
prepared for today's meeting paragraphs which had brackets 
within them, in cases where the agreed portions of those para- 
graphs, in our view, needed some nonsubstantive revision. He 
emphasized to the Soviet participants that any problem whatsoever 
they had with our approach on the specific changes we were sug- 
gesting should be fully and frankly discussed. The purpose of 
this work was to make the JDTs better; we wanted to do this in 

a spirit of mutual cooperation and not create any new problems. 


Yereskovsky indicated that the Soviet side understood all 
that FitzGerald had said and that the approach being taken 
presented no particular problems. 


FitzGerald then provided the Soviet participants with 
copies of both the Offensive Arms and ABM JDTs which reflected 
all of the US-suggested changes, as well as an unofficial trans- 
lation into Russian of both documents (see Attachment No. 1 for 
the English language texts, and Attachment No. 2 for copies of the 
November 16% 1973 JDTs with the suggested changes marked AT) 


The US participants then proceeded to go through the docu- 
ments, identifying the proposed changes and explaining the reasons 
for them as necessary. Due to the slow nature of this process, 
it was decided to work only on the Protocols today, leaving the 
Procedures for a follow-on meeting. In general, the Soviet 
participants appeared to be intent on simply listening; discussion 
across the table was limited to questions and answers for clari- 
fication, and some limited discussion of the effect of certain 
changes on the text. Korobchenko initiated a good bit of internal 
discussion on the Soviet side; Yereskovsky made a point of not 
allowing this to become joint discussion, across the table, of 
reactions to the US suggestions. 


There was, however, some preliminary reaction discernible 
on certain points. Specifically, the change in the 5th line of 
the preambular language in the Offensive Arms Protocol appeared 
to give the Soviets some trouble, apparently based on both a 
possible Russian language problem and a possible ambiguity con- 
cerning what would be meant when the phrase "the Interim Agree- 
ment" was used throughout the document. The US participants 
made it clear that the suggested change was designed to improve 


SECRET/EXDIS 
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clarity, not reduce it, and that we would be responsive to the 
reactions of the Soviet side, including possible alternative 

" . aif 

fixes. 


The Soviet participants appeared to have no trouble with 
the proposed change in the 7th line of the preambular language 
and seemed unopposed to it and other changes which were intended 
to make it clear that Protocol and Procedures were a single 
document. Nevertheless, the suggested fix to the penultimate 
paragraph of the Protocol--concerning amendments--seemed to be 
a problem, primarily due to the rendering into Russian, which 
might appear to separate the Protocols and Procedures rather than 
draw them more closely together into a single document. The 
possibilities. of alternative fixes were discussed, including that 
of explicitly stating that the Protocol and "attached procedures" 
form a single, integral document. The September 30, 1971 Agreement 
on Measures to Improve the Direct Communications Link was cited 
as containing a precedent for such a solution. 


Other suggested changes, not noted above, were discussed and 
tied to the applicable legal and editorial reasons. Yereskovsky 
tcok copious notes in order to be able to properly consider them 
and provide some reaction from the Soviet side as soon as possible. 


The next meeting was scheduled for April 9, 1974, at which 
time the sugsested changes to the Offensive Arms and ABM Procedures 
could be discussed. 


Attachments: 
i. US Working Document 
2. JDTs, November 16, 1973 


SCC: FPDeBimone:bd 
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STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
PROTOCOL 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, 


AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


Pursuant to, and in implementation of, the provisions 
of the Interim Agreement between the United States of America 
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on Certain 
Measures with Respect to the Limitation of Strategic 
Offensive Arms, of May 26, 1972, the Protocol thereto, 
and the related Agreed Statements, hereinafter referred 
to as the Interim Agreement, the Parties thereto have within 
the framework of the Standing Consultative Commission 
agreed on the attached procedures governing replacement, 
dismantling or destruction, and notification thereof, for 
strategic offensive arms limited by the Interim Agreement. 

The Parties have also agreed on the following general 
guidelines: 

l. The attached procedures shall apply only to systems 
to be replaced and dismantled or destroyed pursuant to the 


Interim Agreement; 
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2, Any replacement of intercontinental ballistic 
missile (ICBM) launchers or submarine-launched ballistic 
missile (SLBM) launchers and baliistic-mtesizé submarines 
shall be on the basis of Articles III and IV of the Interim 
Agreement, the Protocol thereto, and applicable Agreed 
Statements 3 

3. Dismantling or destruction procedures for ICBM 
launchers and associated facilities and for SLBM launchers 
and HalieBiteaitasive submarines shall ensure that they would 
be put in a condition that precludes the possibility of 
their use for launching ICBMs or SLBMs, respectively; shali 
ensure that reactivation of units dismantled or destroyed 
would be detectable by national technical means; shall be 
such that reactivation time of these units would not be 
substantially less than the time required for new construction; 
and shall preclude unreasonable delays in dismantling or 
destruction; 

4, Dismantling or destruction procedures shall be 
formulated separately for soft and for silo land-based 
ICBM launchers as well as for SLBM launchers and baliietic= 
npeaits. cube rinees 

5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction ies! 
cedures shall ensure that adequate verification can be 


accomplished by national technical means in accordance with 


Article V of the Interim Agreement; 
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6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance with 
the attached procedures, facilities remaining at land-based 
ICBM launch sites, and submarines, may, at the discretion of 
the Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent 
with the Interim Agrecment; 


7. (Paragraph 7 is not yet agreed ) 


8. The number of replacement. ballistic-missile sub- 
marines which are under construction Simultaneously shall 
not exceed a number consistent with a normal construction 
schedule. A normal construction schedule is understood to 
be one consistent with the past or present construction 
practices of each Party. 

Tats: “Protocol; including its Attachment, shall 
enter into force upon Signature and remain in force for 
the duration of the Interim Agreement and may be amended 


by the Standing Consultative Commission (SCC) as it deems 
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Done at Geneva on » in two copies, each 


in the English and Russian languages, both texts being equally 


authentic. 


Commissioner, Commissioner, 
United States of Union of Soviet Socialist 
America Republics 
SECRET 
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ATTACIIMENT 
STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING RwPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, 


AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


Ls General 

Ll. Within the limits of the lévels established for 
each Party, launchers for Nenoe eased intercontinental ballistic 
missiles (ICBMs) of older types, deployed prior to 1964, 
launchers for ballistic missiles on any nuclear-powered 
submarines, and launchers for modern ballistic missiles on 
diesel submarines may be replaced by launchers for ballistic 
missiles on modern nuclear-powered submarines. Modern 
submarine-launched ballistic missiles are: for the United 
States, missiles installed in all nuclear--powered submarines; 
and for the Soviet Union, missiles of the type which are 
deployed on nuclear-powered submarines made operational since 
1965. /in addition, all submarine-launched ballistic 
missiles first tested after 196/44 are modern submarine- 


Lie 
launched ballistic missilés.7 ~ 


2. Launchers for older ballistic missiles on diesel 
submarines may not be used for the replacement purposes 
provided for in the Protocol to the Interim Agreement. 

3. Dismantling or destruction of replaced launchers 
shall be initiated no later than the date of the beginning 


Proposed by the U.S. side. 
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of sea trials of a replacement submarine. Initiation of any 
of the actions in Section JI below shall constitute 
initiation of dismantling or destruction of an ICBM launcher. 
Initiation of any of the actions in Section III below shall 
constitute initiation cf dismantling or destruction of an 
SLBM launcher or Barvhetiesnteeiae submarine, 

Hae The date of the beginning of sea trials of ie replacement 
ballistic-missile submarine shall be the date on which such 
a submarine first operates under its own power away from 
the harbor or port in which the construction or Fitting out 
of the submarine was performed. 


5. (Paragraph 5 is not yet agreed) 


SECRET 
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6, Each Party may on a voluntary basis add other 
information to the notifications if it considers such 
information necessary to assure confidence in compliance 
with the obligations assumed under the Interim Agreement. 
II, Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of Land- 
Based ICBM Launchers Replaced by SLBM Launchers 
1. in all cases the following actions shall be 
accomplished in carrying out dismantling or destruction: 
(a) removal from the launch site of the supply of 
missiles and their components, war- 
j. : heads, and mobile equipment; 
a, (b) dismantling of fixed launch equipment, all 
' epcciine and handling equipment, and propellar.t- 
handling equipment, fiocated at the launch 
site or associated with it7 ~ Sassociated 
with the launcher and located at the launch 
sitey and removal of all dismantled 
equipment from the launch site. Launch equip- 
ment is understood to be systems. components, 
and instruments required to launch a 
missile, | 
(Paragraphs 2-4 are not yet agreed) 
“27 Proposed by the Soviet side. 
z ; 
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5. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ICBM 
launchers shall be completed no later than four months 
fter the replacement submarine begins sea trials. 

IIL. Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of Ballistic- 
Missile Submarines and SLBM Launchers Replaced by New 
Ballistic-Missile Submarines and SLBM Launchers 
1. “The following procedures, from which each Party 

may choose, are acceptable for dismantling or destruction 

of ballistic-missile submarines and SLBM launchers: 


(Sub-paragraphs (a) - (e) are not yet agreed) 


2. Dismantling or destruction actions shall be 
completed no later than six months after the replacement 
submarine begins sea trials. 

3. Under any dismantling option, launch-tube hatches 
shall be left open throughout the entire period of dismantling, 
and missiles and missile-launching equipment shall be 


removed. 


IV. Procedures for Replacement of a Ballistic-Missile 
Submarine Lost at Sea or Disabled Beyond Repair 


In the event that a ballistic-missile submarine is 
lost at sea or disabled beyond repair, such a submarine 
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may be replaced by another ballistic-missile submarine 
in accordance with the following: 
(a) notification of the loss or disablement shall 
be made to the other Party through the SCC; 
(b) the number of daanerees on the replacement 
ballistic-missile submarine shall not cause 
the total number of launchers to exceed that 
authorized in the Interim Agreement; and 
(c) the disabled ballistic-missile submarine shall 
be dismantled or destroyed in accordance with 


Section III of these Procedures. 
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STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


PROTOCOL 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, 
AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR 


COMPONENTS 


Pursuant to, and in implementation of, the provisions 
of the Treaty between the United States of America and 
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the Limitation of 


Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems of May 26, 1972, and the 


related Agreed Statements, hereinafter referred to as the 
Treaty, the Parties thereto have within the framework of 
the Standing Consultative Commission agreed on the attached 
procedures governing peplaeenent, dismantling or destruction, 
and notification thereof, for ABM systems and their ent 
ponents limited by the Treaty. 

The Parties have also agreed on the following general 
guidelines: 

1. The attached procedures shall apply only to systems 
or their components to be replaced and dismantled or destroyed 


pursuant to the Treaty; 
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k= Dismantling or destruction of replaced launchers shall 
be initiated no later than the date of the beginning of sea trials 
of a replacement submarine, Pere] initiation of any of the actions 

=“ caunshtute 
in Section II below shall be-venstderedto-be-the] initiation of 
dismantling or destruction of an ICBM launcher. [teefinitiation 
= constitute 

of any of the actions in Section III below shall fhe-considered—te 


be-the] initiation of dismantling or destruction of an SLBMN launcheréy er 
hallistc- missile us morene . 
2 ; € 
+. Ee] The, beginning of sea trials of a replacement ballistice 
shail _s 
missile submarine [ts-considered—te] be the date on which such a 
submarine first operates under its owm power away from the harbor 
or port in which the’ construction or fitting out of the submarine 


c 


was performed, 


S. 


i Notification of dismantling or destruction and replacement 
activities shall be given through the SccC twice annually. reflecting 
the status as of the beginning of each regular session. The 
notification shall contain: 

(a) For ICBM launchers deployed prior to 1964 and for 
ballistic missile launchers on older submarines, 
the number and type (silo ICBM launcher, soft ICBM 
launcher, or SLBM launcher) on which dismantling or 
destruction is in process and the number and type 
on which dismantling or destruction action has been 


Approved For Release12004/04 2: oe HARDER S80 TPOA3 ANNO 4PN0 19081 -2 


SECRET 


Approved For Relerte 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T004354000490010001-2 


SECRET 


=e 


5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction pro- 
cedures shall ensure that adequate verification can be 
accomplished by national technical means in accordance with 
Article XII of the Treaty: 

6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance 
with the attached procedures, facilities remaining 
at ABM launch or ABM radar sites may, at the discretion of 
the Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent 
with the Treaty; and 


(Paragraph 7 is not yet agreed ) 


This Protocol, including its Attachment, shall 
enter into force upon signature and remain in force for 
the duration of the Treaty and may be amended by the 
Standing Consultative Commission (SCC) as it deems appropriate, 


Done at Geneva on » in two copies, each 


in the English and Russian languages, both texts being equally 


authentic, 


Commissioner, Commissioner, 
United States of Union of Soviet Socialist 
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STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, AND 


NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS 


Dia Iixcess ABM Launchers at Test Ranges 

1. Above-ground launchers and associated equipment 
shall be removed from the sites, and the entire part of the 
launch pad containing the launcher mount and reinforcements 
shall be dismantled or destroyed. lLaunch-pad debris may 
be removed and after six months the location covered with 
earth. 

‘2. Silo launchers shall be made unusable by dismantling 
or destruction of their above-ground structures /and/ ‘ 
for/ headworks and removal of launcher rails. Silo- 
launcher debris may be removed and after six months the 
Silos shall be filled with earth, 

3. The dismantling or destruction actions described 
in paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be completed no later than 
three months after their initiation. 

4, Facilities associated with dismantled or destroyed 
ABM launchers at test ranges may, at the discretion of 
the Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent 
with the Treaty. 

(Paragraph 5 is not yet agreed 
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II. ABM Facilities at usimetron 

1. Metal reinforcing rods on radar buildings 
Shield De cut oft. 

2. Radar buildings for which wall construction had 
commenced shall be left uncovered in their present un- 
completed state for six months after which they may be 
covered with earth. 

3. Launcher facilities and radar buildings for 
which only foundations had been completed shall be covered 
with earth. 

4, Earth grading of the entire area shall be accom- 
plished and construction materials removed. 

5. Dismantling or destruction activities shall be initiated 
no later than six months after agreement by the SCC on these 
procedures. 

6. Notification that the above activities have been 


completed shall be given through the SCC, 
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Joint Draft Test 
Prelimingrtty Acreed 
by C missioners 


evomber 16, 1973 


STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLAGEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRU TION, 
AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


md in implementation of, 


Pursuant ho) Ne provisions of the Interim Agreement between 
the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics on Certain Measures with Respect to the Limitation of 


Strategic Offensive Arms, of May 26, 1972, the Protocol thereto, 
reloted hereinafter referredt to as the Trterim 
and the,Agreed Statements Fesarding-ehet—ageeonenil, the Parties ) Agreement, 


thereto havepa within the framework.of the Standing Consultative 
on the 


Commi ssiong, agreed fepomy—ta-she—foxm] attachedga procedures 


governing replacement, dismantling or destruction, and 
notification thereof, for strategic offensive arms limited by 
the 

[that| Interim Agreement, 


on. 


The Parties have also agreed fpo-be-guided bal the following 


general guidelines: 
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The attached Procedures shall apply only to systems to 
aed 


pursuant to the 
be replaced and dismantled or destroyedfunder the provisions of 
the aforementioned] Interim Agreement; 


2. Any replacement of intercontinental ballistic missile 
(ICBM) launchers or submarine-launched ballistic missile (SLBM) 
launchers and ballistic-missile submarines shall be on the basis 


of Articles III and IV of the Interim Agreement, the Protocol 
thereto, and applicable Agreed Statements; 


3. 


Dismantling or destruction procedures for ICBM launchers 


and associated facilities and for SLBM launchers and ballistic- 


missile submarines shall ensure that they would be put in a 
condition that precludes the possibility of their use for 


launching’ ICBMs or SLBMs, respectively; shall ensure that 


reactivation of units dismantled or destroyed would be detectable 


by national technical means; shall be such that reactivation time 


. 


of these units would not be substantially less than the time 


required for new construction and shall preclude unreasonable 
delays in dismantling or destruction; 


4, , Dismantling or destruction procedures shall be 
for mulote ed 
fronsidered separately for soft and for silo land-based ICBM 
launchers as well as for SLBM launchers and ballistic-missile 
submarines; 
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5, Replacement and dismantling or destruction procedures 
shall ensure that adequate verification can be accomplished by 
national technical means in accordance with Article V of the 


Interim Agreement; 


6, After dismantling or destruction in accordance with the 
attached Procedures, [ere] facilities remaining at land-based ICBM 
ee 


launch sites, and febe] submarines, may, at the discretion of the 
tes 


fetdea], be used for fetter] purposes not inconsistent with the 
frrovioioncofthel Interim Agreement [end-che_Protecoltheretd; 


Ts Through timely and appropriate procedures, the Parties 
shall notify each other of the number and cype of launchers being 


dismantled or destroyed and the number of replacement launchers; 


and/ 


di, Through appropriate procedures, the Parties shalt 
notify each other of the number of dismantled or destroyed 
launchers and the number of such launchers used for replacement; 


and/” 


Proposed by U.S. side. 


2 Proposed by Soviet side. 
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8. The number of replacement ballistic-missile submarines 
detente 
which are under construction simultaneously shall not exceed a 
number consistent with a normal construction schedule, A normal 


construction schedule is understood to be one consistent with the 


of each Party 


past cr present construction practices x 
J rncluding its Attach ment, enter ivto force Upon 


Lab) Ls te mf . a ; . . % * ; 
ate Protocol[gad the-eitreired Proeeduces| shall, remain in Signature 


force for the duration of the Interim Agreement and may be 
(sec) 


amended by the Standing Consultative Commission,as it deems 


A 


appropriate, 


Done at Geneva on s in two copies, each in 


r emrareneniey crntirteeranatintniammeaye 


we” the English and Russian languages, both texts being equally 


‘ 


avthentic, 


Commissioner, , Commissioner, 
United States of : Union of Soviet Socialist 
America Republics 
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STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, AND 


NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


I. General 


each Part ty 


1. Within the Lites of the levels established for Proth—oivted), 


launchers for massiles CLCBMs) 


Ane -~based intercontinental pattiotcpookie-iohe) tewnehoed of 
aumchers far 


older types, deployed prior to 1964,,ballistic missilé femenerd on 


: OALM, ery r ; 2 : 
any nuclear-powered submarines, and,modern ballistic missiles 


laumchers for 
Paureters| on diesel submarines may be replaced by,ballistic missiles 


Preunchers] on modern nuclear-powered submarines, =o» 
et oe 


— ne 


i, en ballistic missiles are fundoxstecd 


te-bd: for the United States, missiles installed in all nuclear- 
(are a submarines; and for the Soviet wa ss on of the type 
which are dep loyed ou 


nuclear~powered pees rines iid operational 


since 1965, [in addition, all submarine~launched ballistic missiles 
first tested after 1964 are modern submarine-~launched ballistic 


missiles.7! 
ou 


Be Launchers for older ballistic missiles on diesel submarines 
may not be used for the replacement purposes provided for in the 


Protocol to the Interim Agreement (onoxt sin MossuneswithRespect- 
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K-| Dismantling or destruction of replaced launchers shall 
be initiated no later than the date of the beginning of sea trials 
of a replacement submarine, | initiation of any of the actions 

=“ cansttute 
in Section II below shal] fre-vensideredte-be-the] initiation of 
dismantling or destruction of an ICBM launcher. Pthetinitiation 
= constitute 

of any of the actions in Section III below shall foe-considered—to 


—be-ehe] initiation of dismantling or destruction of an SLBM launchergy er 
hallishc- missile submarine. 
e € 
+. Be The,beginning of sea trials of a replacement ballistic+ 
? hail ara 

missile submarine [ts-comsitered—te] be the date on which such a 
submarine first operates under its own power away from the harbor 
or port in which the’ construction or fitting out of the submarine 


was performed, 


$s 


a Notification of dismantling or destruction and replacement 
activities shall be given through the SCC twice annually. reflecting 
the status as of the beginning of each regular session. The 
notification shall contain: 

(a) For ICBM launchers deployed prior to 1964 and for 
ballistic missile launchers on older submarines, 
the number and type (silo ICBM launcher, soft ICBM 
launcher, or SLBM launcher) on which dismantling or 
destruction is in process and the number and type 
on which dismantling or destruction action has been 
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(b) For replacement SLBM launchers, the number which are 
on subuarines that will begin sea trials during the 
next six-month period, and the number which are on 
submarines that have begun sea trials since the 


1 
last report in the Scc, / 


ie eet of completed dismantling of ICBM launchers 
and ballistic missile launchers on replaced submarines shall be 
given through the Standing Consultative Commission twice annually, 
reflecting the status as of the beginning of each regular session 
of the Commission. The notification shall contain information for 
the past six months on the number of dismantled ICBM launchers and 
batlistic missile launchers on replaced submarines, as well as on 


the number of such launchers replaced by launchers on modern 


2 
submarines during that period, / 


G. Party : 
al Each fetde] may on a voluntary basis add other information 


to the notifications if it considers such information necessary to 
assure confidence in compliance with the obligations assumed under 


the Interim Agreement. 
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II. Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of Land-t Based 


a a ah et 


ICBM Launchers Replaced by SLBM Launchers 
accomplished 


1, In all cases the following actions shall belpergorned] in 


carrying out dismantling or destruction: 


(a) Removal from the launch site of the supply of 
missiles and their components, warheads, and mobile 


equipment; 


(b) Mi smantling of fixed launch equipment, all erecting 
and handling equipment, and propellant-handling 
aatement. [Tocated at the leunch site or associated 
with ity? fassociated with the launcher and located 
at the launch site?” and removal of all dismantled 
equipment from the launch site, Launch equipment is 
understood to be systems, components, and instruments 


required to launch a missile. 


2. In the case of soft launch sites, in addition to the 
actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions shall be 
performed: 

(a) [Kreas of the launch pads centered on the launch 
stand and at least 30 meters in dcenpeecy /iocations 
of launch device emplacement, or launch pads?” and 
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Fuel storage tanks shall be dismantled and removed 


from the launch site; 


Debris of locations of launch devices or launch pads, 
of missile launch control posts (bunkers), and of 
fuel storage tank foundations may be removed, and, 
after six months, the places where they were located 


may be covered with earth. 


‘da 


3. In the case of silo launch sites, in addition to the 


actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions shall be 


¥ 3 
(b) 
(c) 
New performed: 
(a) 
(b) 


Silo doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas ducting, 
launch tubes [silo headworks, and launch control 

sl ‘ 
bunkers/ shall be dismantled or destroyed. Dismantled 


components shall be removed from the launch site. 


After the actions provided for in sub-paragraph (a) 
above have been accomplished, the sila shall remain 
open for a period of six months, after which it 


ss wel. ede 
/shall/ fray?” be filled with earth. 
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fh. After dismantling or destruction has been accomplished 
in accordance with the above procedures, facilities remaining at 
ICBM launch sites may not be used either for storage, support or 
launch of ICBMs, or for storage or support of ICBM-capable launchers, 
but may, at the discretion of the sides, be used for other purposes 
not inconsistent with the provisions of the Interim Agreement and 


the Protocol thereto,/! 


5. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ICBM launchers 
shall be completed no later than four months after the replacement 


submarine begins sea trials, 
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Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of Ballistic~ 


Seas 
Missile Submarines and SLBM Launchers Replaced by New 
a EE ee aunchers Replaced by New 
Ballistic-Missile Submarines and SLBM Lamchers 


Forty 
1. The following procedures, from which each Fatde] may choose, 


are acceptable for dismantling or destruction of ballisticemissile 
% =—_rss 


submarines and SLBM Launchers: 


(a) Sinking of the submarine with its Launchers in 
international waters of at least 2000 meters depth, /ithen 
this procedure for ballistic missile submarine destruction is 
chosen, notification of the time and location of the planned 
destruction shall be given to the other side at least one 


month prior to the planned destruction/; 


‘(b) Scrapping the submarine and its launchers in the 
ee 1 F , 
open /in predesignated shipyards/. Scrapping shall involve 


extensive disassembly: 


(c) Removing the submarine's missile section in the 


open fin predesignated shipyards/+ 


/(d)  kemoval of the launch tubes or cutting off the 


upper part of the tubes together with the superstructure 


~2 
above themj/ 
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T(e) For "H-Class" submarines the following procedures will 
apply: removal of launch tubes in the open in 
predesignated shipyards. The shipyards to be used 
for ballistic missile submarine dismantling shall 


be agreed between the Parties. 


(1) That entire part cf the superstructure (including 
the fairwater) and outer hull above the missile 


compartment of the submarine will be removed, 


(2) That section of the missile compartment pressure 
hull (hull crown plating and frame segments) which 
contains all of the hull penetrations for the 
missile launch tubes, as well as the missile 


launch tubes will be reinoved., 


(3) The pressure hull and outer hull may then be 
restored only by welding into place new sections 


without launch tube penetrations. 


(4) No superstructure or fairwater will be replaced 
over the section of the submarine from which 


the launch tubes have been removed, / 


SECRET 
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Distrontting or destruction completes 


2, [asetrof-tireforensing] actions shall be seh anines, no 


later than six months after the replacement submarine begins 


sea trials, 


3. Under any dismantling option, launchetube hatches shall 
ay 
be left open throughout ‘the entire period of dismantling, and 


missiles and missile-launching equipment shall be removed. 
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IV. Procedures for Replacement of a Ballistic-Missile Submarine 


——e 


Lost_at Sea or Disabled Beyond Repair 


In the event that a ballisticemissile submarine isfeceidentatty] 


lost at sea or disabled beyond repair, ‘such a submarine may be 


baiistic-widssiie 
replaced by another, submarine in accordance with the following: 


(a) Aoti fication of pie loss or disablement shall be made 


Aty though the Stc; 


to the other fests 


(b) Ahe number of Launchers on the replacement ballistic=s.. 


number of launchers 
missile submarine shall not cause the total,to exceed 
that authorized in the Interim Agreement; and [the 
Protocek -therete}| 
_e the | 
(c) fee] disabled ballistic-missile submarine shall be 


=—— 


dismantled or destroyed in accordance with Section III of 


these Procedures, 
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U.S. Working Document 
April 5) 1934 


Joint t Draft Text 


Preliminarity 7 Agreed 


by fons sioners I 
vevember 16, 1973 J 


STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMESSTION 


PROTOCOL 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, AND 


NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS 


OMA in implementation of 


Pursuant to,the provisions of the Treaty between the United 
States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on 


the Limitation of Anti-ballistic Missile Systems of May 26, 1972, 
related herenol ter referred to as os the Tree: 
and the,igreed Statements pegarding-thattreaey, the Parties 


thereto pee ace pie fo of the Standing Consultative 
Com seiongy agreed ipors—in-ehe-fops]attachedps procedures 
governing replacement, dismantling or destruction, and 


notification thereof, for ABM Systems and their components 


th 
limited by Fer} Treaty, 
on 


The Parties have also agreed [bebe guided-by| the following 


general guidelines: 


1. The attached #rocedures shall aprly only to systems or 
pursuant 


Be ay eonenre to be replaced and dismantled or destroyed funder 
@ 


the-provieions—of the-eferementioned| Treaty; 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435AQ90400010001-2 


SECRET 


~ 2m 


2. <Any replacement of ABM systems or their components shall 
be on the basis of Article VII of the feforenestioned) Treaty and 
applicable Agreed Statements; dismantling or destruction of ABM 
systems or thelr components in excess of the numbers or outside 
the areas specified by the Treaty shall be on the basis of 
Article VIII of the feforementtoned) Treaty and applicable Agreed 
Se feanees 

3, Dismantling or destruction procedures for ABM systems or 
implemented pursuomt 

= o-tmprementativnvi—tre-previcionsof 


Article VII regarding replacement of these systems or their 


their component sp 


components and Article VIII of the [aterenenttored| Treaty shall 
ensure that these systems or their components and facilities 
associated with those components (except for facilities at test 
ranges) would be put in a condition that precludes the possibility 
of their use for ABM purpeses; shall ensure that reactivation of 
units dismantled or destroyed would be detectable by national 
technical means; shall be such that reactivation time of these 
units would not be substantially less than the time required for 
new constructiongy and shall preclude unreasonable delays in 
dismantling or destruction; 

4, Replacement and dismantling or destruction procedures 
formudeted 
shall be Bi d[ separately for above-ground and silo ABM 


launchers and for ABM radars; . 
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5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction procedures 
shall ensure that adequate verification can be accomplished by 


national technical means in accordance with Arcicle XII of the 


[rtonemeniioned) treaty; 


6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance with the 
ar 


attached frocedures , febre] facilities remaining at ABM Launch ferme] 


Cee 


ABM radar sites may, at the discretion of the Parties, be used for 
fotkex] purposes not inconsistent with the [previeions ofthe 


~eforementionad| Treaty [rd-eppitenttentpresdGearementd; and 


TT. Through timely and appropriate procedures, the Parties 
shall notify each other of the number and type (above-ground or 
silo) of ABM launchers and the number of ABM radars being 
dismantled or destroyed, and the number of replacement ABM 


launchers and ABM radars. / 


i Through appropriate procedures, the Parties shall notify 
each other of the number of dismantled or destroyed ABM launchers 


and ABM radars, and the number of ABM Launchers and ABM radars 


nw 


used for replaccment, 


1 Proposed by U.S, side, 


Proposed by Soviet side. 
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St gnawre 
Tlris Protocol; and feke—ettrehed Preceduzesshali] remain in 
force for the duration of the ferenentioned] Treaty and may be 


($cc } 


.amended by the Standing Consultative Commission, as it deems 


appropriate, 


Done at Geneva on . » in two copies, each in 


the English and Russian languages, both texts being equally 


authentic. 
Commissioner, Commissioner, 
United States of Union of Soviet Socialist 
America Republics 
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STANDING CONSUTTATIVE COMMISSION 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, 


AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS 
I. Excess ABM Launchers at Test Ranges 


1, Above-ground launchers and associated equipment shail be 
removed from the sites, and the entire part of the launch pad 
containing the launcher mount and reinforcements shall be 
dismantled or destroyed. Launch~pad debris may be removed and 


after six months the location covered with earth, 


2. Silo launchers shall be made unusakle by dismantling or 

: —- ~l —-~— 2 
destruction of their above-ground structures /and/” /or/ ~ head- 
works and removal of launcher rails. Siloslauncher debris may be 


Shah 
removed and’ after six months the silosfwitt be filled with earth, 


3. The dismantling or destruction actions described in 


paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be faocomplichad] no later than three 


months after their initiation, 


4, Facilities associated with dismantled oz destroyed ABM 
res 
launchers at test ranges may, at the discretion of the (erdeq, be 


used for purposes not inconsistent with thefprovicions ofthe] 


Treaty [onthe _Linitetton-of ABN-Systemy;—ed-—epplicabhe-tgroed 
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5. Notification of the factivities provided for in 
paragraphs 1 and 2 that are in process and that have been 
completed/* [completion of the activities provided for in 
paragraphs 1 and oT shall be given through the Standing 
Consultative Conmission twice annually reflecting the status as 


of the beginning of each regular session of the Commission, 


II. ABM Facilities at Malmstrom 
“1, Metal reinforcing rods on fenel radar buildings shall be 


cut of £, 


2. [these] radar buildings for which wall construction had 
commenced shall be left uncovered in their present uncompleted 


state for six months after which they may be covered with earth. 


3. Launcher facilities and [cheee| radar buildings for which 


only foundations had been completed shall be covered with earth, 


4, Earth grading of the entire area shall be accomplished 


and construction materials febeli—be| removed, 


or destruction 
D: Dismantling, activities shall be initiated no later than 
Se 
six months after agreement by the[ Standing Consultative comtesion| 


CLS|e* 


on [the-retevari} procedures, 


6. Notification that the above activities have been completed 
-_ Soc 
shall be given through the [Stending—consuttetivecomntsciel, 
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US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


Meeting, April 2, 1974 
US Miss sion, Geneva 


Persons Present 


Mr. Graybeal Brig. Gen. Ustinov 

Brig. Gen. Georgi Mr. Karpov 

Col. Cy Gy FitzGeraid Mr. Yereskovsky 

Mr. Anderson Col. Starodubov 

Lt. Col. Bartos Capt. Mazerkin 

Lt. Col. DeSimone Col. Belyanin 

Mr. Long Capt. Kuznetsov 

Lt. Cdr. Martin ; Mr. Sazonov 

Lt. Col. Pettyjohn Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter) 

Mr. Afanasenko (Interpreter) Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter) 

Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter) Capt. Korobchenko (Military 
Interpreter) 


Commissioner Graybeal declared the third session of the 
SCC open at 17:00 a.m., welcoming General Ustinov and the members 
of the Soviet Component of the SCC to our new facilities. He 
explained that the new building we were in would be the working 
location of the US Component of the SCC as well as the US SALT 
Yelegation, and that the conference room would be used by botn 
delegations. He said it was his pleasure to open the first 
official meeting for which this beautiful new conference room 
had been used. Graybeal then introduced all of those present 
on the US side, and gave the floor to Ustinov. 


General Ustinov delivered a prepared statement expressing 
his pleasure at being back at work with the SCC in Geneva, 
introducing the members of the Soviet SCC Component, and 
briefly summarizing the basic positions of the Soviet side 


(Attachment No. 1). 


SECRT/MXDIS 
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would be given careful study. He then delivered his own prepared 
statement (Attachment No. 2). In response to several points in 
Ustinov's statement, Grayvbeal inserted the following points as 
noted: 


At the end of Section II, he added: "In this connection, 
noting the remarks you made in your statement, I would like to 
re-emphasize that the US side ccensiders cost to be a secondary 
consideration in connection with the procedures we are working 
out, compared to the objective of achieving mutually agreed pro- 
cedures which meet the security interests of both sides as well 
as the various agreed criteria we have set forth." 


At the end of Section III, he said: "I would also note that 
you referred in your statement to the connection between verifica- . 
tion by national technical means and the lack of any need to 
include prior notification measures in the agreed procedures. 
I believe there is mutual agreement, as noted in my November 16, 
1973 statement, that prior notification is not, I repeat not, 
required for adequate verification. I believe there is agree- 
ment on this point, and I would note that tnis does not address 
the essence of the US proposals on prior notification." 


As an introduction to the final sentence of his statement 
he said, "I also share the belief you expressed that we have 
established a tradition of procceding in a direct, frank, and 
businesslike manner, and I believe that this has contributed 
significantly to the success we have achieved to date. I also 
be leva “Chat. gas” 


Mr. Graybeal said that concluded his remarks at this 
opening meeting of the third SCC session, and asked whether 
the Soviet side had any further considerations to present. 


General Ustinov replied that the Soviet side had nothing 
more to add today. 


Mr. Graybeal adjourned the meeting at 11:40 a.m. 


Attachments: 


1. Ustinov Statement 

2. Graybeal Statement apt Ph 
“en 
Drafted ce aoa Approved by: SN Graybeat. 
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USTINOV STATEMENT, April 2, 1974 


Mr. Commissioner, 

It is with pleasure that the Soviet Component 
of the SCC approaches the work of this regular session. 
On my own behalf, on behalf of Deputy Commissioner 
V. P. Karpov and on behalf of all the staff of the 
Soviet Component of the Standing Consultative 
Commission, I have the honor of gereeting you and 
General Georgi and all the members of the U.S. 
Component of the SCC. 

I would like to introduce the members of the 
Soviet Component of the Commission, the composition 
of which has undergone some changes. LUstinov 
introduced the members of the Soviet Component of the 
SCC.y In panaion: as necessary, we may, as before, 
call upon some members of the Soviet SALT Delegation 
to work with the SCC. /Ustinov introduced Capt. 
Mazerkin and Col. Starodubov, saying that they were 
in this ¢ategory.7 

I hope that at the third session of the SCC 
there will exist between the two Components of the 
Commission that same atmosphere of businesslike 
cooperation, frankness and desire to find mutually 
acceptable solutions, which marked our activity at 
the first and second sessions and is becoming 


traditional for the Scc, 
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Mr. Commissioner, the Soviet Component is 
ready to continue our joint work on the preparation 
of the draft Protocols and Procedures governing 
replacement, dismantling or destruction, and notifica- 
tion thereof, for strategic offensive arms and ABM 
systems. In this we proceed from the premise that 
completion, if possible, of this work is the main 
task of the current session. In this work the Soviet 
ee will be guided by the letter and the spirit of the 
Interim Agreement and the ABM Treaty concluded between 
the Soviet Union and the United States of America. 

We are prepared to conduct this work constructively 

in a spirit of seeking mutually acceptable solutions 
which would fully correspond to the tasks flowing from 
the provisions of the Interim Agreement and the ABM 
Treaty. 

During the recess we carefully studied the 
documents submitted at the Second Session and consider 
basically acceptable those formulations in the draft 
Protocols and corresponding Procedures with respect 
to which we have achieved agreement. In our view, 
these formulations and agreed provisions constitute 
a good basis for further progress. 

At the same time, Mr. Commissioner, we ur erstand 


the complexity of the task of working out the Protocols 


_ SECRET-EXDIS | 
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and differences which still exist in the matter of 
achieving mutually acceptable formulations for 
unagreed paragraphs. The existence of these 
difficulties demands that we apply maximum efforts 
toward finding ways of overcoming them. 

In this connection I would like cnce again to 
seae the attention of the U.S. Component of the SCC 
to those tenets of principle from which the Soviet 
Component of the Commission proceeds in carrying out 
this work. 

First, we proceed from the premise that the 
Procedures being worked out must ensure that the 
replaced launchers and associated ICBM launch site 
facilities, as well as replaced submarines be put in 
a condition that precludes the possibility of their 
use for launching the corresponding missiles. We 
approach in a similar manner the Procedures for 
dismantling ABM systems. 

Second, the Soviet side attaches great importance 
to the matter of carrying out dismantling with minimal 
expenditure of effort and funds, as well as to the 
possibility of using facilities remaining at ICBM 
launch sites and ABM ranges for purposes not inconsistent 
with the Interim Agreement and the ABM Treaty. 


SECRET -)iXDIS 
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Third, we remain convinced that national 
technical means of verification are capable of 
verifying with complete confidence and reliablaLey 
compliance by the sides with the obligations assumed 
in accordmce with the Treaty and the Interim Agree- 
ment, as well as in accordance with the Procedures 
being worked out. Therefore, there is no need what- 
soever to introduce into the verification process 
any sort of additional measures not provided for by 
the Treaty or the Interim Agreement, including prior 
notification as well. 

And finally, fourth, the Soviet side believes 
that only those arms which are covered by the Interim 
Agreement and the ABM Treaty can be considered in the 
dismantling and replecement Procedures, and the SCC 
cannot prejudice the nature and content of possible 
future sercceate between the USSR and the U.S. 

Regarding the methods of our work, tne Soviet 
side is prepared to discuss the draft documents 
article by article or in any other manner which will 
most successfully move us toward completion of the work. 

Mr. Commissioner, it seems to me that successfully 
completing the working out of the Protocols and 
Procedures governing replacement, dismantling or 


destruction, and notification thereof, -for-stratesgie 


SECRET~EXDIS 
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offensive arms and ABM systems would be a useful 
contribution to the implementation of the provisions 
and tasks of the Interim Agreement and the ABM Treaty. 

In coneluding my statement T would like to 
wish the whole Commission success in carrying out at 
the third session the tasks placed before it. 


Thank you for your attention. 
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STATEMENT BY COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL 
Aprit 2 167 


' Mr. Commissioner, with this first meeting of the 
third session of the Standing Consultative Commission, 
we resume our efforts to achieve the mutually agreed 
procedures governing replacement, dismantling or 
destruction, and notification thereof for strategic 
offensive arms and for ABM systems and their components 
as called for by the Interim Agreement and the ABM 
Treaty. Sivetantiet progress was made during the 
first and second sessions of SCC, and a number of 
important issues have been resolved. However, at the 
conclusion of SCC-IT, several important issues were 


still unresolved. Our assigned work is not yet completed. 


The Joint Draft Texts, of November 16, 1973, reflect 
the areas in our discussions in which we have achieved 
preliminary agreement and, equally as important, the 


areas enclosed by brackets indicate the major substantive 
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issues still to be resolved. During the recess, the 

US Government has engaged in a thorough examination 

of the areas where disagreement still exists. We have 
carefully reviewed our positions and have also analyzed 
the p.oposals and rationale which have been presented 
by the Soviet Side. The US Component proposes that 

the SCC continue working out the details of agreed 
procedures as called for by the ABM Treaty and the 
Interim Agreement. I consider this task to be the 
primary purpose of this SCC session. It is understood, 
of course, that either side may, as it deems appropriate, 
raise any issues which fall within the scope of SCC 


responsibilities. 
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The bracketed portions of the Joint Draft Texts 
indicate the issues raised during the first two SCC 
sessions on which we were unable to reach agreement. 
Among those unresolved issues are: the degree to which 
ICBM launchers, SLBM launchers and ballistic missile 
submarines, and ABM launchers are to be dismantled or 
destroyed; the definition of "modern submarine-launched 
" 


ballistic missiles; and the use of facilities remaining 


at deactivated ICBM sites. 
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In this regard, I should like to re-emphasize that 
in our view dismantling or destruction procedures must 
be in consonance with agreed guidelines. ‘Two of these 
impo: ant criteria are: first, the procedures must ensure 
that adequate verification can be accomplished by national 
technical means; and second, the extent of dismantling or 
destruction must be such that reactivation time of units 
dismantled or destroyed is not substantially less than 
the time required for new construction. The US side cannot 
agree to procedures that do not meet these mutually agreed 


criteria. 


ca 
A large portion of the bracketed language in the 

Joint Draft Texts concerns the issue of notification. 
In our SCC negotiations, the US side has made extensive 
efforts to bring the views of the two sides together on 
the issue of notification. In our view there has been 
no comparable effort by the Soviet side thus far to 
help resolve this issue. I would hope that the Soviet 
side, based on its re-examination of this issue during 
the recess, is now prepared to move from the rigid 
position it has thus far maintained. 
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Ay: 
Mr. Commissioner, in summary, I would like to 
repeat that the US side proposes to continue our efforts 
to reach agreement on Procedures Governing Replacement, 


Dismantling or Destruction, and Notification Thereof, 


for Strategic Offensive Arms and for ABM Systems and 


their Components. Our point of departure should be the 
JDTs of November 16, 1973, which were "preliminarily 
agreed by Commissioners" with the understanding that 

we are working ad referendum to Governments and that 
nothing is agreed until all is agreed. By proceeding 
on the basis of frank discussion of the issues and 
taking into account the views and interests of both 


sides, we can expect success in that endeavor. 
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